I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

SPECI AL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) NO 20276 OF 2011

| SM THA MATHEW & ORS. T PETI TI ONER( S)

VERSUS

I
PRASOON KURUVI LA ..., RESPONDENT( S) |

W TH

SPECI AL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) NO 27500 of 2011

ORDER

It was informed to the Court that the parties have entered
into a conpromni se but the Deed of Settlenment had not been filed on
10th May, 2013, when the matter was |last listed.

It is now inforned t hat t he Deed of Settl enment
incorporating the terns and conditions between the parties have
al ready been filed, which is annexed and marked as Annexure A-1 (
I.A No.1l of 2013).

The special |eave petitions, therefore, be treated as
di sposed of in terms of the conpronmise incorporated in the
af oresai d Deed of Settlenent.

On the basis of the Settlenent, the parties are directed to
approach the trial court to get a decree prepared on the basis of
the settl ement.

Since, we have di sposed of these special |eave petitions on
the basis of the Deed of Settlenment, it is

.2/ -
-2-
inmplied that the six nonths’ waiting period for granting a decree
of divorce may not be insisted by the trial court as the tria
court being the executing court has merely to prepare the decree
on the basis of the ternms and conditions which have been
incorporated in the Settl enent.

In view of the aforesaid order, |.A No.1 of 2013 also

stands di sposed of.

................ J.
(GYAN SUDHA M SRA)



................ J.
( KURI AN JOSEPH)
NEW DELHI ,
JULY 09, 2013.
| TEM NO. 12 COURT NO. 13 SECTI ON XI A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No(s).20276/2011
(From the judgenent and order dated 05/07/2011 in MA No.265/2010 of The
H GH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM
SM THA MATHEW & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
PRASOON KURWVI LA Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for pernmission to urge new facts and file addi ti onal
docunents, prayer for interimrelief and office report)

W TH

SLP(C) NO. 27500 of 2011

(Wth application for grant of decree of divorce under Section 10A of
Di vorce Act, prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Date: 09/07/2013 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE GYAN SUDHA M SRA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE KURI AN JOSEPH
For Petitioner(s) M. Mathai Pakeday, Sr. Adv.
M. Shishir Pinaki, Adv.
M. Rnjith Shanker, Adv.
M. John Mat hew, Adv.
None
For MS Mtter & Mtter Co.
For Respondent (s) M. Mohit Abraham, Adv

M. Mathai Pakeday, Sr. Adv.
M. Shishir Pinaki, Adv.

M. Rnjith Shanker, Adv.

M. Sanjay Jain, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

It was informed to the Court that the parties have entered
into a conprom se but the Deed of Settlenment had not been filed on
10th May, 2013, when the matter was |ast |isted.
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-2-

It is now inforned t hat t he Deed of Settl enment
incorporating the terns and conditions between the parties have
al ready been filed, which is annexed and marked as Annexure A-1 (
I.A No.1l of 2013).

The special |eave petitions, therefore, be treated as
di sposed of in ternms of the conpronmise incorporated in the
af oresai d Deed of Settlenent.
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P. A

On the basis of the Settlenment, the parties are directed to
approach the trial court to get a decree prepared on the basis of
the settl enment.

Since, we have di sposed of these special |eave petitions on
the basis of the Deed of Settlenent, it is inplied that the six
nont hs’ waiting period for granting a decree of divorce may not be
insisted by the trial court as the trial court being the executing
court has merely to prepare the decree on the basis of the terns
and conditi ons which have been incorporated in the Settlement.

In view of the aforesaid order, |.A No.1 of 2013 also
stands di sposed of.

| (Neetu Khaj uria) | (S.S. R Krishna)
| Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file.)



