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ITEM NO.1               COURT NO.13               SECTION II-C

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

Petition(s)  for  Special  Leave  to  Appeal  (Crl.)  No(s).  8084-
8086/2019

(Arising out of impugned judgment and order dated  22-07-2019 in
WPCR No. 69/2019 22-07-2019 in WPCR No. 271/2019 22-07-2019 in WPHC
No. 24/2019 passed by the High Court Of Chhattisgarh At Bilaspur)

ASHOK KUMAR JAIN                                   Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

STATE OF CHHATTISGARH & ORS.                       Respondent(s)

(FOR ADMISSION and I.R. 
 IA No. 125328/2019 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED 
JUDGMENT
 IA No. 175946/2019 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.
 IA No. 125329/2019 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.
 IA No. 175945/2019 - PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL 
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES
 IA No. 137603/2019 - PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL 
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES
 IA No. 125332/2019 - PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL 
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES
 IA No. 125327/2019 - PERMISSION TO FILE SYNOPSIS AND LIST OF 
DATES)
 
WITH
SLP(Crl) No. 11236/2019 (II-C)
(FOR EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED JUDGMENT ON IA 
176667/2019 
FOR EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T. ON IA 176670/2019 
FOR EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T. ON IA 28365/2020)
 
Date : 16-11-2021 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE M.R. SHAH
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJIV KHANNA

For Petitioner(s) Mr. Kaustubh Shukla, AOR
                   
For Respondent(s) Mr. Nishanth Patil, AOR 

Ms. Shubhika Saluja, Adv. 
Ms. Malvika Kala, Adv. 

                    Mr. Pallav Mongia, AOR
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Ms. Tanishka Khatana, Adv.
                    Mr. Apoorv Kurup, AOR

                    Mr. Ashish Virmani, AOR
                    
          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

Learned  counsel  appearing  on  behalf  of  the  respondent  has

stated  at  the  bar  that  the  girl  is  residing  happily  with  her

husband.  Even from the impugned order, it appears that the girl -

daughter of the petitioner(s) in categorical terms has stated that

she has married Respondent No.6 and that she wants to stay and

reside with him/his parents.

Learned counsel for the petitioner stated that the marriage is

not valid and even the conversion is also not valid.  In this

proceeding, we are not entering into this question.  

In  that  view  of  the  matter,  we  dispose  of  the  present

proceedings.  However, it goes without saying that it will be open

for the petitioner to take recourse to appropriate Court/forum if

it is permissible under the law.

The Special Leave Petitions stand disposed of. 

Pending applications also stand disposed of. 

  

(R. NATARAJAN)                                  (NISHA TRIPATHI)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS                           BRANCH OFFICER
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