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| TEM No. 34 Court No. 12 SECTI ON XVI A
AN MATTER
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Transfer Petition.(Civil) No.157/2003
SUMAN M TTAL @ SUVAN GUPTA Petitioner (s)
VERSUS

G R SH KUVAR M TTAL Respondent (s)
( Wth Appln(s). for stay and PERM SSI ON TO FI LE ADDI TI ONAL AFFI DAVI T
and exenption fromfiling OT. )

Date : 10/09/2004 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. P. SI NGH
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE P. K. BALASUBRAMANYAN

For Petitioner (s)

M. K. B.Sinha, Sr.Adv.
M. N raj Sharnma, Adv.

M. Neeraj Srivastava, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

M . Subranoni um Prasad. , Adv.

M . Copal akri shnan, Adv.
M. Abhay Kumar, Adv.
M. Rahul, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The transfer petition is allowed in terns of the signed order.

(SUKHBI R PAUL KAUR)
COURT MASTER

( ASHA JCSH )
COURT MASTER
(Signed Oder is placed on the file)

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CVIL ORI G NAL JURI SDI CTI ON

TRANSFER PETI TI ON( C) NO. 157/ 2003

SUMAN M TTAL @ SUMAN GUPTA. . . .. PETI TI ONER( S)

VERSUS

G R SH KUMVAR M TTAL. . . ... RESPONDENT( S)



ORDER
Heard | earned Counsel for the parties.

The petitioner was narried to the respondent on 16th January, 1996. It appears fromthe materi
al placed before us that disputes have arisen between them and they are not able to reconcile
their differences. The parties have also two children who are presently residing with the resp
ondent. It appears that since February, 2001 the petitioner is staying with her father at Delh
i because she alleges that she has been thrown out of her natrinonial hone.

The respondent has filed a divorce petition at Firozabad being Matrinonial Petition No.67 of 2
002 (Grish Kumar Mttal Versus Suman Mttal) which is pending in the
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Court of Civil Judge (Family Court Judge), Firozabad in the

State of U P. On the other hand, the petitioner has filed a

conpl ai nt under Section 498A of the Indian Penal Code at Del hi which is being investigated.
Having regard to the fact that the wife nanely the petitioner has no means to prosecute the
civil proceedings in the matrinonial petition at Firozabad and she is dependent upon her fathe
r who resides in Delhi, we are of the viewthat in the interest of justice Matrinonial Petiti
on No. 67 of 2002 aforesaid be transferred to the Court of District Judge, Del hi, who nmay assig
n the case for trial before the appropriate Court. W order accordingly.

The transfer petition is allowed.

( P. K. BALASUBRANANYAN)

NEW DELHI ;
SEPTEMBER 10, 2004



