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1. On the last occasion, the matter was referred to
mediation as this Court perceived that there is a
possibility of resolving the dispute involved in the
instant appeal. The parties appeared before the
Mediator and they have agreed to resolve their
disputes and the terms and conditions have been
reproduced in the terms of settlement dated
24.02.2024.

2. The Mediator submitted the report which
contains the original terms of settlement.

3. After perusing the terms agreed upon by the
parties as reflected in the said terms of
settlement, we do not find that any of such term is
unlawful.

4. In view of the settlement having arrived between
the parties, the final decree being the subject

matter of challenge in the instant appeal, is

modified on the basis thereof. Since the parties



have settled the dispute, there is no point in
keeping the appeal pending, we, therefore,
dispose of the appeal modifying the final decree in
the terms of settlement dated 24.02.2024.

The appeal being FAT 92 of 2021 is accordingly
allowed on the basis thereof. The connected
application being CAN 1 of 2021 is disposed of.
Since the parties have agreed upon the terms, the
modification of the final decree is granted to such
extent and the other portion of the final decree
which does not come under the purview of such

modification, shall remain unchanged.

(Harish Tandon, J.)

(Maduresh Prasad, J.)



