ITEM NO.30 COURT NO.1 SECTION PIL-W

SUPREME COURT OF INDTIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Writ Petition(s) (Ciwvil) No(s). 348/2022

BENAZEER HEENA Petitioner (s)
VERSUS

UNION OF INDIA & ORS. Respondent (s)

(IA No. 310300/2025 - APPLICATION FOR PERMISSION, IA No.

298784/2025 - APPROPRIATE ORDERS/DIRECTIONS, IA No. 92420/2023 -
EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T., IA No. 19810/2026 - INITIATING CONTEMPT
PROCEEDINGS, IA No. 308678/2025 - INTERVENTION/IMPLEADMENT, IA No.
19962/2026 - INTERVENTION/IMPLEADMENT, IA No. 311477/2025 -
INTERVENTION/IMPLEADMENT, IA No. 310573/2025 -  INTERVENTION/
IMPLEADMENT and IA No. 297603/2025 - PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES)

WITH
W.P.(C) No. 603/2022 (PIL-W)

W.P.(C) No. 878/2022 (PIL-W)
(IA No. 29894/2023 - AMENDMENT OF THE PETITION)

W.P. (C) No. 928/2022 (PIL-W)

(FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING THE SPARE COPIES ON IA
316334/2025)

W.P. (C) No. 954/2022 (PIL-W)

W.P. (C) No. 995/2022 (PIL-W)
(IA No. 171736/2022 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.)

W.P.(C) No. 351/2023 (PIL-W)

Diary No(s). 11826/2023 (II-A)

(IA No. 74531/2023 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED
JUDGMENT)

W.P.(C) No. 519/2023 (PIL-W)

Date : 11-02-2026 These matters were called on for hearing today.

somMQAM : HON'BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

Writ Petition(s) (Ciwvil) No(s). 348/2022

1. In the midst of the hearing of the main case as well as the
contempt proceedings initiated by the writ-petitioner, Benazeer
Heena against her stated husband, Mr. Yusuf Nagqi (respondent No.9),
Advocate, we find that there is an urgent and dire necessity of
referring the parties to mediation for finding out an amicable
solution with the help of a senior Mediator, which may lead to a
consequential agreeable dissolution of their marriage or some other
alternative resolution.

2. Upon our suggestion, the parties have fairly agreed to go for
mediation. Keeping the complex issues involved in the dispute and
the background of this case in mind, we request Justice Kurian
Joseph, a former Judge of this Court, to act as the sole senior
mediator between the parties. The parties/their counsel are
directed to contact Justice Kurian Joseph by tomorrow i.e.,

12.02.2026 and fix a date for initiation of mediation. The parties



will remain present in person as and when required by Justice
Kurian Joseph.

3. The honorarium for mediation etc. will be fixed later on.

4. We request Justice Kurian Joseph to make an endeavour to
resolve the dispute within four weeks. Post this matter for further
consideration on 19.03.2026.

5. We further direct that in view of the mediation proceedings
having been initiated between the parties, the earlier Talags
alleged to have been issued by respondent No.9 shall remain in

abeyance.

IA No.168885/2023 in Writ Petition(s) (Civil) No(s). 348/2022

6. We do not find any ground to entertain this application. The
same is, accordingly, dismissed as being not maintainable. The
applicant Nos.2 to 6 are, however, granted liberty to file their
separate writ petitions before this Court for seeking redressal of
their individual grievances. Similarly, applicant No.l-Foundation
shall also be at liberty to file a separate writ petition, if so
advised. Consequently, respondent Nos.1ll to 14 (in Writ Petition(s)
(Civil) No(s). 348/2022) are also ordered to be deleted from the
array of respondents.

7. In case applicant Nos.2 to 6 do not have sufficient financial
means to approach this Court, we direct the Supreme Court Legal
Services Committee to provide free legal aid to them - that will
include the Advocate on Record as well as a senior counsel, for
which the fee and expenditure shall be borne by the Supreme Court

Legal Services Committee.



W.P. (C) No. 928/2022

8. The writ-petitioner herein - Aasma, is an illiterate woman and
home maker. She is stated to be a victim of wunilateral extra-
judicial Talag E-Hasan. Several allegations are made against her
stated husband/respondent No.9 with whom she got married on
26.05.2021. Notice was issued by this Court previously, and as per
the Office Report, service is complete. However, respondent No.9
has not entered appearance either in person or otherwise.

9. In such circumstances, in the light of the allegations made by
the petitioner which have clearly not been controverted by
respondent No.9 before this Court, and in the peculiar facts and
circumstances of this case, we stay operation of the alleged Talaqg
E-Hasan issued to the writ-petitioner by respondent No.9 for the
purpose of divorcing her. Having held so, we further direct that
the petitioner and respondent No.9 shall be deemed to be a validly
married couple unless respondent No.9 comes forward and shows that
a lawful Talag has been issued on his end. We further direct the
SHO of the Police Station Karawal Nagar, North East Delhi to find
out the whereabouts of respondent No.9 and ensure his presence
before this Court on the date fixed.

10. List on 19.03.2026.

11. The Registry is directed to de-tag all the matters and list
them at independent serial numbers along with copies of the ROPs of
that very case only. However, all the cases shall be listed on the

same date and in seriatim as per writ number assigned to each case.



W.P. (C) No. 603/2022

12. This matter is similar to that of W.P.(C) No. 928/2022.
Accordingly, in this matter also, we stay operation of the alleged
Talaqg E-Hasan issued to the writ-petitioner by respondent No.10 for
the purpose of divorcing her. Having said that, we direct that the
petitioner and respondent No.1l0 shall be deemed to be a validly
married couple unless respondent No.1l0 comes forward and show that
a lawful Talag has been issued. We further direct the SHO of the
Police Station Ashoka Marg, Nashik, Maharashtra to find out the
whereabouts of respondent No.1l0 and ensure his presence before this
Court on the date fixed.

13. List on 19.03.2026.

W.P. (C) No. 351/2023

14. In this petition as well, respondent No.9 - the stated husband
of the petitioner is not served. As per memo of parties, he is
serving in the Indian Air Force. Let fresh notice be issued to
respondent No.9, returnable on 19.03.2026.

15. The petitioner may, if feasible, serve respondent No.9 through
dasti notice also.

16. Lastly, the Registry is directed to de-tag all the matters and
list them at independent serial numbers along with copies of the
ROPs of that very case only. However, all the cases shall be
listed on the same date and in seriatim as per writ number assigned

to each case.

(NITIN TALREJA) (PREETHI T.C.)
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