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*  IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+  CS(OS) 1455/2008

M/SKAMDHENU ISPAT LIMITED .. Plaintiff
Through:  Mr. Pankgy Kumar and Mr. Vinay
Shukla, Advocates.
Versus
KAMDHENU GROUP OF COMPANIES ... Defendant

Through:  Mr. R.S.Hegde and Ms. Farhat Jahan
Rehmani, Advocates.

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VALMIKI J. MEHTA
ORDER
% 14.01.2016
1. Ordinarily | would not have passed an order in this case

because | had appeared as a counsd for the plaintiff, but since the matter has
been settled, counsel for the parties state that only a formal order has to be
passed and therefore | should take up the matter. Also, though this Court
does not have pecuniary jurisdiction to try the present suit, but since the
matter has been settled, | exercise my powers under Section 24 CPC read
with Article 227 of the Constitution of India to retain the suit in this Court
and dispose of the same by the present order.
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2. Parties have entered into a settlement agreement dated 5.1.2016
before the Delhi High Court Mediation and Conciliation Centre. Parties
have aso signed the settlement agreement. Counsel for the parties state that
the suit be disposed of in terms of the settlement agreement. Accordingly,
suit is disposed of in terms of the settlement agreement dated 5.1.2016 and
parties will be bound by the terms as stated in the settlement agreement. A
decree be drawn up in terms of the settlement agreement dated 5.1.2016.
Parties are | eft to bear their own costs.
VALMIKI J.MEHTA,J

JANUARY 14, 2016
ib
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