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

TRANSFER PETITION (CIVIL.) NO(s). 293 OF 2010

SHEFALI VARSHNEY @ SHEFALI
VERSUS
UVA SHANKAR GUPTA

WTH T.P.(C) NO. 299 of 2010

Petitioner(s)

Respondent ( s)

ORDER

T.P(O No. 293 of 2010, has been filed by
petitioner wife for transfer of M sc. Case No. 98 of
pendi ng before the Fam |y Court at Kol kata, to the Fanily
Court of conpetent jurisdiction at Aligarh, Utar Pradesh
2. T.P. (C) No. 299 of 2010, has also been filed by the wife
for transfer of F.A No.415 of 2009 (FAT No.20/09), pending
before the Calcutta H gh Court, to the Al ahabad Hi gh Court,
u. P.
3. Yest er day, when t he mat t er was t aken up, we
i nteracted with t he parties to see whet her a

settlenment could be effected between them having particul ar

regard to their minor girl child, who is about five years old

at present. Unfortunately, both the parties could not

2
come to any workabl e arrangenent and, accordingly, we have no
option but to take up the two transfer petitions on their
nmerits.
4, At this juncture, it was subnmitted on instructions on
behal f of the husband that he will not press M sc.Case No. 98
of 2008, which is pending before the Famly Court in Kol kat a.
5. As far as the other transfer petition is concerned,
the same has been preferred by the wife against the ex parte

decree of divorce which had been granted

t he

2008,

had

nmut ual

in favour of the



respondent husband.

6. Havi ng regard to the subm ssions made on behal f of the

husband, we direct that the pending M sc. Case No. 98 of 2008,

pendi ng before the Family Court at Kol kata, be dismnissed as

not pressed. However, as far as T.P.No.299 of 2010, is

concer ned, after havi ng heard | ear ned counsel for
parties, we direct that the sane be transferred fromthe

Calcutta High Court to the Allahabad Hi gh Court.

7. In addi tion to t he above, havi ng regard to
i nterest of t he m nor chi l d, we further direct t hat
respondent husband will be entitled to visit the child once a

nmonth on any week-end after giving notice of his intended

visit to the petitioner wife so that she is present with the

child when he arrives to neet her . In the event
respondent husband arrives on a Sunday, he will, if the child
is not unwilling, be entitled to take her out for the day and

3

bring her back to the petitioner by 6.00 p.m in the evening.
In addi ti on, t he r espondent husband  will be entitled to

provi de for maintenance of the child and such nai ntenance, if

of fered, shall not be refused by the petitioner wife. Thi s
may al so i ncl ude expenses in connection with t he child s
school i ng.

8. Li berty is given to the respondent husband to apply

for other directions before the A lahabad Hi gh Court.

9. The transfer petitions are di sposed of accordingly.

(A K. PATNAI K)

NEW DELHI
Cct ober 01, 2010.
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| TEM NO 65 Court No. 2 SECTI ON XVI A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

TRANSFER PETITION (CIVIL.) NO(s). 293 OF 2010

SHEFALI VARSHNEY @ SHEFALI Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

UMA SHANKAR GUPTA Respondent ( s)

WTH T.P. (C NO 299 of 2010

(Wth appln(s) for directions and stay and office report ))

Dat e: 01/10/2010 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ALTAVAS KABI R
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A K. PATNAI K

=

Ni m sh Raja, Adv.
For Petitioner(s) Ms. Garinma Prashad, Adv.
Ms. Pradeep Kumar, Adv.
M
Vs

For Respondent (s) Shi v Shankar Banerjee, Adv.
K. V. Bhar at hi Upadhyaya, Adv.

M: Ani rbav Guha, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The transfer petitions are disposed of in
terns of the signed order.
(Sheet al Dhi ngra) (Jugi nder Kaur)
Court Master Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file]



