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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Transfer Petition.(Civil) No.112/2003
BHAWANA SHARMA Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
AM T SHARMA Respondent (s)

( Wth Appln(s). for stay )

Date : 03/02/2004 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DORAI SWAMY RAJU
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARI JI T PASAYAT

For Petitioner (s)M. N N Keshwani, Adv.

For Respondent (s)M. Sudhir Kumar Qupta, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Transfer petition is allowed in ternms of the signed order.

(D. L. Chugh) (Vijay Aggarwal)
Court Master Court Master

Singed order is placed on the file

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

TRANSFER PETITION (CIVIL) No.112 OF 2003

BHAVNA SHARMAPETI TI ONER

ver sus

AM T SHARMA RESPONDENT

ORDER

The above transfer petition has been filed seeking for the transfer of HMA No.896 of 2002 ti
tled Anit Shanra vs. Snt. Bhavna Sharnma pending before the Additional District and Sessions Ju



dge, Tis Hazari Court, New Delhi to the District Court/Family Court at U hasnagar (Mharashtra
).
The respondent has entered appearance and opposed the claim besides also contending that bein
g an application for restoration of conjugal rights and his preparedness to take the petitione
r-wife back along with the child there is no need to allow this transfer petition. Keepi ng
in view the peculiar facts of this case we had passed appropriate orders to enable the wife w
th the help and assistance of her choice to come to Delhi at the expense of the husband for a
m cably settling the matter by negotiation through and availing of the services of the Delhi L
egal Services Authority. The wife is not willing to reciprocate in spite of the receipt of t
he anount which was said to have been paid to her counsel as ordered by this Court. Being a
transfer petition we do not propose to issue any further direction in this regard.
Consi dering the overall situation and circunstances of the case, we are of the view that reaso
ns urged for seeking transfer appears to be reasonabl e. Accordingly the above said transfer
petition is allowed and HVA Case No. HVA No. 896 of 2002 titled Amit Shanra vs. Snt. Bhavna Shar
ma pendi ng before the Additional District and Sessions Judge, Tis Hazari Court, New Delhi is d
irected to be transferred to the District Court/Fanmly Court at U hasnagar (Maharashtra) who w
ill try the case hinself of place the nmatter before a court of conpetent jurisdiction. It is
made clear that by ordering the transfer, it could not be considered or construed that this C
ourt has approved of the nove or stand of the wife as to the nerits of her contentions in the
main OP. filed by the husband. As is obligatory for the court, trying matrinonial cases it
is always perm ssible for the trial court to explore the possibility of an ami cable settlenen
t of the matter, between the parties before enbarking upon the trial or disposal of the case o
n merits, and in accordance with | aw

( DORAI SWAMY RAJU)

................... J.
(AR JI' T PASAYAT

New Del hi ,
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