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ITEM NO.16               COURT NO.1               SECTION X

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

Miscellaneous Application No.  24/2024 in W.P.(Crl.) No. 17/2018

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  19-03-2018
in W.P.(Crl.) No. No. 17/2018 passed by the Supreme Court Of India)

RAJESH BANGUR                                      Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

UNION OF INDIA                                     Respondent(s)

 
Date : 08-01-2024 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :  HON'BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE J.B. PARDIWALA
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANOJ MISRA

For Petitioner(s)  Mr. K. Parmeshwar, Adv.
                   Mr. Udit Gupta, Adv.
                   Mr. Anup Jain, Adv.
                   Ms. Prachi Gupta, Adv.
                   Ms. Divya Hirawat, Adv.
                   Mrs. Kalyani Jha, Adv.
                   Mr. Vyom Chaturvedi, Adv.
                   Ms. Nishatha Goel, Adv.
                   M/S.  Udit Kishan And Associates, AOR           
                   
For Respondent(s)
                    

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

1 On  29  January  2018,  this  Court  passed  an  interim  order  in  Writ  Petition

(Criminal) No 17 of 2018 (Rajesh Bangur Vs Union of India) directing that the

proceedings be listed on 5 March 2018 and in the meantime respondent Nos 4
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and 5 to those proceedings shall not remove the child from India.

2 Subsequently  on 19 March  2018,  the Writ  Petition was  dismissed.   With  the

dismissal of the Petition, the interim order dated 29 January 2018 directing that

respondent Nos 4 and 5 to those proceedings shall not remove the child from

India has necessarily come to an end.

3 The child has since attained majority and the Court is informed that she is an

Australian  citizen  who  had  come  to  India  to  visit  her  grandparents  and,

therefore, desires to go back to Australia.

4 With the interim order having ended with the dismissal of the Writ Petition, there

would be no restraining order of this Court operating as a consequence of the

interim order.

5 The Miscellaneous Application is accordingly disposed of.

6 Pending applications, if any, stand disposed of.

  (GULSHAN KUMAR ARORA)                     (SAROJ KUMARI GAUR)
  AR-CUM-PS ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
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