
 C.A.No. 13306 OF 1996
.UP 10 2; Draft, smtst; -n -PA4 -dFX-NORMAL -y -e; dumbp
L.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T....R

       ITEM NO. 104           COURT NO. 6               SECTION IX

                      SUPREME  COURT  OF  INDIA
                        RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

                   CIVIL APPEAL NO. 13306  OF 1996@@
                   CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

        Santosh Bhika Chaudhari                 ... Appellant (s)

                Vs.

        Pushpa Vaishali Santosh Chaudhari       ... Respondent (s)

        ( With appln. for permission to place addl. documents
          on record and office report )

          Date: 31.01.2001  This/These matter(s) was/were called
                            on for hearing today.

        CORAM :
                    HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE V.N. KHARE
                    HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K.G. BALAKRISHNAN

        For appellant (s)       Mr. A.P. Sinha, adv.
                                for Mr. SR Grover, adv.

        For respondent (s)      Mr. UU Lalit, adv.

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

                   The appeal is dismissed as withdrawn.
.SP1

          (Alka Dudeja)                         (S.Krishnan)
           Court Master                         Court Master

                   Signed order is placed on the file.
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                    IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                     CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
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        Santosh Bhika Chaudhari                 ... Appellant (s)

                Vs.

        Pushpa Vaishali Santosh Chaudhari       ... Respondent (s)
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                Learned  counsel states that in the present  case
        the  Family Court granted divorce decree on 4th  October,
        1992.   The  appellant married for the second time  after
        the  limitation for filing the appeal was over.  On  that
        strength  learned counsel argued that appeal filed by the
        respondent-wife  ought to have been dismissed by the High
        Court.   This  plea,  however, is not  reflected  in  the
        judgment  under  appeal.  Learned counsel, appearing  for
        the  appellant, states that the appellant intends to file
        a  review petition before the High Court, and, therefore,
        he wants to withdraw this appeal.

                The appeal is dismissed as withdrawn.
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                                             ..................J.
                                             (V.N. KHARE)

                                             ..................J.
                                             (K.G. BALAKRISHNAN)
        NEW DELHI
        JANUARY 31, 2001.


