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the Court made the
ORDER

UPON heari ng counsel

The transfer petition is
of the signed order.

(Shashi Sareen)
Court Master

Prasad Goyal , Adv.

di sposed of
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Petitioner(s)
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This Petition was called on for hearing today.
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in terns
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Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CIVIL ORIG NAL JURI SDI CTI ON

TRANSFER PETI TION (C) No. 657

Ver sus

ORDER

The parties to this transfer petiti
the petitioner-wife were referred to the Medi
Centre in t he Supr emne Court
possibility of an anicable settlenent.

Centre has submitted a report

enclosing therewith a settl enent

OF 2011
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on filed by
ation
for expl ori ng t he
The Medi ation
dat ed 23.12. 2011

arrived at between



the parti es. Learned counsel for the petitioner is
not pr esent but | ear ned counsel appeari ng for t he
respondent - husband subnmits that pursuant to the said

settlenent, the petitioner has resuned cohabitation

twith the respondent - husband. In that view of the
matter, we see no reason to keep this petition
pendi ng on our Boar d. The sane is accordingly

di sposed of as infructuous.

Ve, however, nmake it cl ear t hat this or der
shal | not prevent t he petitioner from seeki ng
transfer of any pendi ng petition shoul d any such
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petition survive the settlenent that has been arrived

at by the parties. No costs.
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