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lN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMAR

FRIDAY, THE FOURTH DAY OF APRIL

TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

.|PRESENT:
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE VENUTHURUMALLI

KRISHNA RAO Ei

IANo.1  OF2025

lN

Between:                             TRCMP NO.I 114 OF 2025   /

chekurj   (Datla)   Durga   Bhavani,   D/o   DatI'a   Seetha   Ramaraju,   Hindu,

aged  31  years,  R/o  3-7/2,  KalavapudI'  Garuvu  vI-llage  Kalavapudl-  post,

West GodavarI- District - 534236

... Petitioner/Respondent

(Petitioner in TRCMP   114 OF 2025

on the fI'Ie of HI'gh  Court)

AND
chekuri venkata satya surya Narayana Raju, S/o Venkata Raju, Hindu,

aged 35 years,  R/o D.No. 2-3-7, Sri Raja Nilayam,  Ramnagar,  B.H.P.V.

Post, GaJ'uWaka, VIsakhapatnam -12

... Respondent/petI'tiOner

(Respondents I-n-do-)counsel for the petI-tIIoner :SRI K V ADITYA CHOWDARY

counsel for the Respondent.----                                          r

petI'tl-On    under    Section     151     CPC    I'S    fI'led    prayI'ng    that    in    the

circumstances  stated  in  the  grounds  filed  in  support  of  the  petl'tion,   the

High  court  may  be  pleased  to  stay  a"  further  proceedings  I'n  F.C.O.P.  No

203  of 2024  pendlng  on the flle of the Family Court,  vl-sakhapatnam,I  pendlng

disposal of TRCMP No.   114 of2025, on the file of the High  Court.

E=



The court while  directing  issue o.f notice  to the  Respondents  herein  to

show cause as to why this applI-CatiOn Should not be complI'ed With,  made the

foIIowl-ng  order.(The  recel'pt  of this  order will  be  deemed  to  be  the  receipt  of

notI-Ce in the case).

OR.DER..

ff Heard    sri    K.V.Adl-tya    chowdary,    learned    counsel    for    the

petjtIIonerI

Learned  counsel for the  petjtI-Oner contends  that the petjtjoner is

none   other   than   the   wI-fe   of  the   respondent/husband,   due   1:o   the

matrimonI-al  dl-sputes  between  both  the  parties,  the  petitioner/wife  is

resI-dIIng separately at KalavapudI- Garuvu vllllage, west Godavarl- District

at her parentsJ house.

He    would    further    contend    that   the    petI-tiOner    had    filed    a

Maintenance case vI-de M.C.No.05 of 2024 and a Domestic violence case

vide  D.V.C.(SR).No..6368  of 2024,  on  the  file  of the  on  the  fl-Ie  of the  I

AddI-tiOnaI Junior  Civil  Judge,  BhI-maVaram,  West  GodavarI-  DI-Strict and

the  same  are  pendI-ng  for  adjudicatI-On.  The  petI-tiOner  further  pleaded

that she  had  also  filed  H.M.O.P.No.55  of 2024,  on  the  fI-Ie  of the  senior

civ" Judge, Bhimavaram, west Godavari DIIstrI-Ct, under SectI-On 9 of the

Hindu  Marriage Act,1955, seekI-ng for restI-tution  of conjugal  rI-ghtS and

the   respondent/husband   is   attending   the   court   proceedllngS   I-n   the

aforesaI-d  Cases  before  tfle  competent  courts  at  Bhimavaram,  west

Godavari DI-Strict.

Learned  counsel  for  the  pet[[t[-oner  would  contend  that  to  cause
unnecessary         llnCOnVenI-ence         to         the         petitioner/wI-fe,         the

respondent/husband  has filled  F.CIO|P.Nol203  of 2024,  on  the file of the

Family   Court,   visakhapatnam,   under  section   13(1)(ia)   of  the   Hindu

MarrI-age  Act,  seeking  for  dissolutI-On   of  marrI-agel   He  would   further

contend  that  the  distance  between  Kalavapudi  Garuvu  vI'llage,  West

Godavari   District   and   vI-Sakhapatnam   is   approxIImately   more   than

200kms,  and  therefore,  I-I  I-S  Very  djffI-Cult  for  the  petI-tiOner  to  appear



before    the    Family    cou,rt,    visakhapatnam,    on    each    and    every

adjournment  without  any  male  support  and  that  the  petEtllOner/wife  is

constraI-ned to file the present transfer petI-lion.

Perused the record.

consjderjng the submI'SSI-OnS made by the learned counsel for the

petitioner and for the reasons mentioned I-n the accompanying affI-davit,
there  sha[[  be  an  [Inter[Im  stay  on  all  further  proceedI-ngS  I-nCIudjng  the

appearance  of  the  petIItIIoner  i.e.,  the  respondent  jn  F.CIO.P|No.203  of

2024, on the fI'Ie of the FamI-Iy Court, visakhapatnam, till O8|O5.2025.

Learned counsel for the petI-t[-Oner is permitted to 1:ake out personal

notice to the respondent through Regllstered post wI-th Acknowledgment

Due and file proof of service before the RegistryI"

rf        lJI
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Sd/-I,sK. MD. RAF!t gr
/   ASSISTAN+ R

//TRUE COPY//

To,
ForA   i         SECTIONOFFICER

1.   The Family court, visakhapatnam

2.   The senior cl.v" Judge, Bhimavaram, west GodavarI-Dl'strict

3.   I Addl-tionaI Junl-or cjvjl Judge,  Bhjmavaram, west Godavarj DI-Strict

4.  ChekurI' Venkata satya surya Narayana Raju, S/o Venkata Raju,

H[-ndu,  aged 35 years,  R/o D.No. 2-3-7, Srj Raja Njlayam,

Ramnagar, B.H.P.V.  Post, Gajuwaka, visakhapatnam -12 (By

RPAD)

5.   One cc to  sRl. K VADITYA CHOWDARYAdvocate [opuc]

6.  One spare copy

_I_-€2-I-_I_-.:=`T~---_



HIGH COURT

VGKR,J

DATED.. 04/04/2025

POST THE MATTER ON O8.05.2025

ORDER

lA No.1  OF2025

lN

TRCMP.No.114 of 2025

lNTERIM STAY

jl,


