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             S U P R E M E     C O U R T   O F    I N D I A
                            RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

TRANSFER PETITION (CIVIL.) NO(s). 279 OF 2010

SNEHA KESHARI                                         Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

PRASHANT KUMAR                                        Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for stay and office report )

Date: 26/07/2010     This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE R.V. RAVEENDRAN
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE H.L. GOKHALE

For Petitioner(s)      Mr. A.P. Sahay, Adv.
                       Mr. Himanshu Shekhar,Adv.

For Respondent(s)      Ms. Neela Gokhale, Adv.
                       Ms. Badre Munir, Adv
                       Ms. Kamakshi S. Mehlwal,Adv.

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R

              Transfer petition is disposed of in terms of the
     signed order.

          ( Ravi P. Verma )                    ( Aruna Seth )
             Court Master                       Court Master
                  [Signed order is placed on the file]
                   IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                     CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

                 TRANSFER PETITION(C) NO. 279 OF 2010

SNEHA KESHARI                                        ......PETITIONER
                                         Versus
PRASHANT KUMAR                                       ......RESPONDENT

                                O R D E R

         This petition is filed by the wife for transfer of a
divorce petition under Section 13 of the Hindu Marriage
Act, 1955 filed by the husband from the Court of Civil
Judge,    Senior    Division,    Pune   to    a   court   of    competent
jurisdiction at Patna.
2.       Learned counsel for the resopndent-husband points
out that the petitioner is an MBA graduate; that she was
working in Pune in HDFC Standard Life; that the parties
have no children and the petitioner will, therefore, have
no difficulty in travelling to Pune to defend the case.
Learned counsel for the respondent-husband also states that
the respondent will pay Rs.7,500/- in regard to every trip



the petitioner makes to Pune for attending the case.
3.       Having regard to the facts and circumstances and the
undertaking of the husband to pay Rs.7,500/- in respect of
every visit connected with court hearing, we consider that
this is not a fit case for transfer.              Therefore, recording
the submission that the respondent shall pay Rs.7,500/- per
trip,    which   shall   be   ensured    by   the   trial      Court,   the
petition is disposed of.
4.       Having regard to the fact that the petitioner will
have to travel from Patna for every hearing, we request the
learned Civil Judge to dispose of the matter expeditiously.

                                        .........................J.
                                           ( R.V. RAVEENDRAN )
New Delhi;       .........................J.
July 26, 2010.      ( H.L. GOKHALE )


