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SUPREME COURT OF INDTIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

PETITION(S) FOR SPECIAL LEAVE TO APPEAL (C) NO(S). 2439-2440/2024

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 28-12-2023
in CMP No. 19642/2023 12-01-2024 in CMP No. 893/2024 passed by the
High Court Of Himachal Pradesh At Shimla)

TEJINDER SINGH PETITIONER(S)
VERSUS
BEVERLEY SINGH RESPONDENT (S)

(ONLY I.A. NOS. 81280/2024 AND 90517/20624 IN SLP (C)- 2568/2024 IS
LISTED UNDER THIS ITEM. )

WITH
SLP(C) No. 2568/2024 (XIV)

(IA No. 81280/2024 - APPROPRIATE ORDERS/DIRECTIONS

IA No. 90517/2024 - PERMISSION TO FILE APPLICATION FOR DIRECTION)

Date : 29-04-2024 These petitions were called on for hearing today.
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Mr. Aman Kumar Yadav, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the court made the following
ORDER

IA No.81280/2024 in SLP (Civil) NO.2568/2024

1. On the last date of hearing, this Court had considered making a
pro tem arrangement that could work on both sides, by dividing the built-
up portion of the residential premises occupied by them at Knollswood
(Shimla), pending a decision on the present petitions.

2. A site plan was submitted by Dr. A.M. Singhvi, learned Senior
counsel appearing for the petitioner-husband and the same was to be
responded to by the respondent-wife.

3. Today, two alternate plans have been handed over by Mr. P.S.
Patwalia, learned Senior counsel appearing for the respondent-wife
suggesting the manner in which the temporary arrangement could be
worked out to enable both parties to independently occupy parts of the
residential premises. The said site plans are taken on record.

4, Both the plans are however, unacceptable to the other side.

5. This Court has considered the submissions made by both sides
and examined the site plans and is of the opinion that the built up portion
can be demarcated vertically instead of horizontally with independent
ingress and egress to both sides.

6. It is directed that the areas ticked in red colour on the left side of
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the site plan (Mark ‘A’) shall be occupied by the respondent-wife and the
areas cross marked in blue colour in the said plan shall be occupied by
the petitioner-husband.

1. The space shown as the “proposed kitchen” in the site plan (Mark
‘A"), which falls to the share of the respondent-wife, shall be constructed
as a full-fledged kitchen by the petitioner-hushand within three weeks from
today. Till the said kitchen is established and operational, the present
arrangement of the food being catered to for the respondent-wife from the
existing kitchen, shall continue.

8. It is clarified that neither side shall have access to the area falling
to the share of the other side nor shall they create any obstruction qua the
ingress and egress to their portions by the other side. It is also clarified
that the aforesaid arrangement is purely temporary and shall hold good,
unless specifically modified by this Court.

9. List on 22™ July, 2024, for reporting compliance.

(Nand Kishor) (Geeta Ahuja)
Court Master (NSH) Assistant Registrar-cum-PS
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