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BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED : 14.03.2017
CORAM:
THE HONOURABLE MS.JUSTICE V.M.VELUMANI
C.M.S.A. (MD)No.33 of 2014
and
M.P(MD)No.1l of 2014
A.Meenadharshini ... Appellant/Respondent/Respondent
Vs.
S.Arun Prasad ... Respondent/Appellant/Petitioner
PRAYER: Appeal filed under Section 28 of the Hindu Marriage Act r/w
Section 100 of Civil Procedure Code, against the Judgment and
decree, dated 21.03.2014 in C.M.A(HM) 19 of 2013, on the file of the
Principal District Judge, Trichy reversing the judgment and decree,

dated 25.09.2013 in HMOP.No.265 of 2006, on the file of the
Principal Subordinate Judge, Trichy.

For Appellant : M/s.U.Nirmala Rani
For Respondent : Mr.R.Vijayakumar
JUDGMENT

The appellant has filed this appeal against the Judgment and
decree, dated 21.03.2014 in C.M.A(HM) 19 of 2013 passed by the
Principal District Judge, Trichy reversing the judgment and decree,
dated 25.09.2013 in HMOP.No.265 of 2006, on the file of the
Principal Subordinate Judge, Trichy.

2.Heard the learned counsel appearing for the appellant as well
as the respondent.

3.Earlier, this Court, by the order dated 21.11.2016 referred
this matter to the Mediation and Conciliation Centre attached to
this Bench for settlement.

4.Today, when the matter is taken up for hearing, it 1is
represented that the matter has been amicably settled before the
Mediation and Conciliation Centre attached to this Bench and a
report is filed to that effect.

5.A perusal of the said report would reveal that both appellant
hitps: and the reﬁgondgnt appeared and signed before the Mediator and the
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learned counsel for both sides also counter-signed in the Mediation

Report. The Report dated 24.02.2017 is extracted hereunder:-



“Both the Petitioner/Wife A.Meenadharshini,
Respondent/Husband S.Arun Prasad and along with their
respective counsels are present before the Mediation Centre
today. Both the parties settled the matter amicably as

1.Both the parties have agreed for mutual divorce.
2.The Respondent/Husband S.Arun Prasad has agreed to give
the Demand Drafts as given below:

SL.NO. DATE DD.NO AMOUNT
RS.

23.02.2017 876457 2,40,000
23.02.2017 876458 2,60,000
23.02.2017 876459 2,00,000

TOTAL 7,00,000

Punjab National Bank, Trichy (Rupees Seven lakhs only) as a
permanent and final alimony to the Petitioner/Wife
A.Meenadharshini and she agreed for the above said
settlement and received the Demand Draft which is mentioned
above before the Mediation Centre.
4.There is no further claims between the parties.
5.Both parties executed a Joint Compromise Memo which

is enclosed herewith.

In view of the above said settlement the case 1is

settled.

Petitioner/wife Respondent/Husband
(A.Meenadharshini) (S.Arun Prasad)
Counsel for Petitioner Counsel for Respondent.”

6.Recording the above said report, this Civil Miscellaneous
Second Appeal 1is closed. The said Report, dated 24.02.2017 shall
form part of this Judgment. Consequently, connected miscellaneous
petition is also closed. No costs.

Sd/-
Assistant Registrar (CS-III)

/True Copy/

Sub Assistant Registrar

hipshEHETS cOUREFBYEEPYy of Compromise Memo and Mediation Report.



To

1. The Principal District Judge,
Trichy.

2. The Principal Subordinate Judge,
Trichy.

Co To: -

The Record Keeper,

V.R.Section,

Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
Madurai.

+ 1 CC TO Mr.R.VIJAYAKUMAR, ADVOCATE IN SR No. 14566
AM
TE/SKN/SAR-II : 04/04/2017 : 3P/5C

C.M.S.A. (MD)No.33 of 2014 and
M.P(MD)No.1l of 2014
14.03.2017
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