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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Gwvil)...... /2010

CC 17300/ 2010
(From the judgenent and order dated 12/04/2010 in FCA No. 133/2005
of The HI GH COURT OF BOVBAY)

RAJENDRA LAXM NARAYAN RATHI Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
SONAL RAJENDRA RATHI Respondent ( s)

IANO 1(c/delay in filing SLP)
Date: 10/08/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. S| NGHVI
HON BLE MR JUSTICE H. L. DATTU

For Petitioner(s) Ms. Neel a Gokhal e, Adv.
For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The delay of 86 days in filing the petition
i s condoned.

Having failed to convince the Hi gh Court to
reverse the dismssal by Family Court, Pune of the
di vorce petition filed by hi m t he petitioner has
filed this petition.

On 22.11.2010, the Court had, after hearing
| earned counsel for the petitioner for sone tine and
with a viewto give an opportunity to the parties to
expl ore the possibility of an am cable settl ement of

t he mat ri noni al di sput e, directed t hem to appear
before t he Medi ati on Centre attached to t he Bonbay
H gh Court. The In-charge, Mediation Centre of the
2
Bonbay Hi gh Court has sent report dat ed 15. 6. 2011

perusal of which shows that the parties have failed to
settle their dispute.

W have heard Ms. Neel a Gokhal e, | ear ned
counsel for the petitioner and carefully perused the
record

In our view, the concurrent findings recorded
by t he Fam |y Court and t he Hi gh Court t hat t he
petitioner could not prove the allegations of cruelty
and desertion | evel | ed agai nst t he r espondent are
based on correct evaluation of the pleadings of the
parties and appreciation of evidence produced by them
and t he i mpugned j udgnent does not call for
interference under Article 136 of the Constitution

The speci al | eave petition is accordingly
di sni ssed



(A.D. Sharnmm) (Phool an Wati Arora)
Court Master Court Master



