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Uday S. Jagtap

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

FAMILY COURT APPEAL NO. 102 OF 2010

Dilip Sampatrao Aagale .. Appellant
Vs.
Apeksha Dilip Aagale .. Respondent

Ms. Kokila Kalra for appellant

Mr. Vishal Kanade a/w Mr. Mohil Punjabi i/b Mr. Sanjay S. Gawade for
respondent

Mr. Dilip S. Aagale, appellant present in Court

Mrs. Apeksha D. Aagale, respondent present in Court

CORAM : K. R. SHRIRAM &
PRITHVIRAJ K. CHAVAN, J.J.

DATED : 23" JUNE, 2022

PC.

1. Parties have amicably resolved the matter and entered into
Consent Terms, dated 23™ June, 2022. The Consent Terms signed by
appellant, respondent and their respective Advocates is taken on record
and marked “X” for identification. The signatures of the appellant and
the respondent are identified by their respective advocates. Appellant
and respondent are present in Court and are also identified by their
respective advocates. Both appellant and respondent informed the
Court that they have signed the consent terms willingly and understood
the contents thereof. For ease of reference, the same is scanned and

reproduced as below:-

1of5



902-102-2010-FCA=.doc

™ THE TITGET OOk I N 2 Al - e

CIVEL AaFFETT.ATE SITE
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Dilip Snmpotran Aogoke Appelland
Versuy
Apckeha THip angle Tesponient
COMNSENT TERMA

The Azpellant oad the Responcant bave motually aprest o amien sy end
encaridi bl b reso e the issues mecween therne o the caploeze Azpeal
cer dhe Tsasis of e desng and condilions weerded  herznzclow and

apcardinaly chiz copeioned Appes] shall stand dizposed off

1 The Brspondent bnd fled Divoree Progeedings u's 15010 fial & (bt of
the Dliela Barrieee Awl 1953 iand 10 was the case n " the Respomdens 1
ihe Appclane had sabjeeeed bee e coelty aind degsectCon and the Azpellanl
el clenvies] these allesations oo che bnsiz of 1he defoses recordad in the
sooccedings theooin. 10 owas Ui delensz ol the Appeilant el ihe
Rasporulenr bad mode flse pllegstions  poginst bim o wrhicl o
Respoodeat denied. Aller heering bech e zerties, the Honthls Camily
Coart Mo 4 Muchal ae Bandea was pleagsed v pas o Decnes o0 Dhearce an
2900200 sl Iverce Deones™ oad che macrizes becazen e
Appellan: and the Foaspoadeat was ipse-Naein dessalved, The clsims of the
Paspardent e permenent alimeny, malnteraes, steaedban, cerl s
snd 2rpavsic accontnudation were dismisaet, [t iz the coze of the Appellza
that in these prooseding, all pequired evidence was provided v the
Appelaat g zoove the perure cormisted b e Bospandent. I was Gurther
clieged hx the Azzelnot that the Responden: s '.J..-_'il1 deliberste and
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raladide inrention in ardes w Lsmish G enage of Be Apecllant pablicly
Faal Nlad o FUR Bzarng b 357 of 2005 wa 408A, 206 o 34 of e Indiin
Fepal Code, TERO (CIPCTE amd s Cieee bas S5000050 20000 was
repigbaied Dofore the Rnda Megopoliten Covrt om Q02015 (il
cama b The respandent desces these allegations.. The Appellant was
goquitted foot all charges nod nocoodinghe the TR wa sed iy ol

epnshied el Ces Crimnieil siese was disposed o7 acoargingly,

2 Sirze che Faonidy Count 21 Bancri b decreesd the <aicd niarrizge pelitian
Miled v the Bemondant o U grovnd of czacliy and dosatiea allegations
T she Regpordent berein, the Appellant bad filed she coptioned Aopeal
beliars thie | Lo Ble Fiomitsey Tligh Chusl

T. 7 s ol essage ol ine Lie padies bave aereed e dispose of 2 2he

prozoit appenl £3 follows:

o. It i agrecd beeacen the Appellan: and the Bespondent that ns recardedd
imothe wmicl seres, ihe mermiare sebwesn the paniss aerEin slands
vsronditionally and Dcvacably dizssolved and thar te Appcllant acd the
Feszandsnt do nab kave any claims Tisr, ile and incerest of whinisosesr
pegpeectively i cach otlier®s assats (both moveable aed inumovecabile) and
Lhieal al wny Lirree im1 Talure Lhase prslerbake mnt 1y file gy cloimish therent'in
niry cot of Jaw, oibunals, swhono ) frenins) el seainst each alla

RH TR L

2. ILis Trher apreed, svcepled andd canfirme:d bee che Respondenr thac she
wiil e e cnticled vo elalim foem the Appeilant (0 permanent pimeny; (i
raunlenarce; (i) metem ot srecdbans Civl camificare and (v soparale
arcetmodation wiickh lias ben lso recrmibad iv the soid Divoree Docrec.

T A

: Ao
.__ ._:‘*-5'-\.!.'. |'\I: -‘l J_

3o0f5



902-102-2010-FCA=.doc

c. In iz sproed etween the Aopeilael emad the Resporadert thid they

weilbidimee sl the allegation: made against cacl other aod their respsstize

claimsallemations shall stand wathdraen o 19 cile hersntard Turther

il s elso aprecd beoweon e Appclant end e Rogpoisdest that they will

nid imrerbere i1 dnch othes's lile inoany moarner whirsneeer.
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2.  All statements in the consent terms are accepted as undertakings
to this Court. All undertakings are also accepted. Order in terms of

consent terms.

3.  Appeal stands disposed. No order as to costs.

4.  Decree to be drawn up in terms of these consent terms.

( PRITHVIRAJ K. CHAVAN, J.) (K.R. SHRIRAM, J.)
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