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ITEM NO.8                     COURT NO.9                    SECTION XII

             S U P R E M E        C O U R T   O F    I N D I A
                               RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).12037/2012

(From the judgement and order         dated 30/03/2012 in CP No.9/2012 of The
HIGH COURT OF MADRAS)

NIRMALA                                                          Petitioner(s)
                    VERSUS

KALAICHEZHIYAN SRINIVASAN                                        Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for permission to bring additional facts and documents
on records and with prayer for interim relief and office report)

Date: 08/05/2012      This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK VERMA
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE FAKKIR MOHAMED IBRAHIM KALIFULLA

For Petitioner(s)        Mr. L. Nageshwar Roa, Sr. Adv. (Not present)
                         Mr. Jayanth Muth Raj, Adv.
                         Mr.s. Malavika G., Adv.
                         Mr. Sureshan P.,Adv.

For Respondent(s)        Mr.   V. Raghavachari, Adv.
                         Mr.   G. Balaji, Adv.
                         Ms.   Mahalakshmi Parani, Adv.
                         Mr.   Mukesh Kumar Singh, Adv.
                         Mr.   Sithirai A., Adv.
                         For   M/S. Mahalakshmi Balaji & Co.

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R

            Pursuant     to    the   order      passed     by     this    Court   on
     17.04.2012,       Petitioner-Nirmala        with      son    Nithyanand      and
     Respondent-Kalaichezhiyan         Srinivasan          along     with      their
     learned Advocates, have appeared before us.
            Both Petitioner and Respondent are residents of Dubai
     (U.A.E). Their son Nithyanand is with Petitioner-wife and
     studying    in    Dubai.    Serious       grievance    has    been    made   by
     Petitioner-wife with regard to the conduct, behaviour and
     attitude    of    Respondent-husband        and    filing     numerous    cases
     against the Petitioner-wife in Dubai. With the result, she
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was neither able to come to India nor able to meet her son
Nithyanand for two years.
        However, we have tried our best to make them understand
and requested them that they should give it one more trial
by living together in Dubai for a period of three months
from today as husband and wife.
        With great difficulty and after persuasion, they have
agreed to live under one roof with their son as husband and
wife,     so   as   to   see   if   marriage   could   still   survive
successfully.
        In case, during this period, they are not compatible
with each other and there is no peace of mind, happiness,
love and affection, that normally exists between wife and
husband, then either party would be at liberty to approach
this Court for her/his grievance.
        Both parties agreed that whatever cases have been filed



by them against each other would be kept in abeyance            for a
period of three months. They have assured that during this
period of three months, they will maintain good harmony and
shower their love and affection to their son Nithyanand.
        Whenever Petitioner-wife wants to visit India, she will
be permitted to do so and her passport which is being held
by Respondent-husband, would be handed over to her for the
said purpose. She will also be at liberty to take any job in
Dubai, if she so desires, under her own sponsorship. Their
son Nithyanand would continue to be under her sponsorship
for the present.
        Let the matter be listed for further hearing in the
second week of September, 2012. On the next date of hearing,
parties need not appear in person.

        (Sanjay Kumar-II)                        (S.S.R. Krishna)
          Court Master                            Court Master


