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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). 904 OF 2013

DEEPALI GUPTA                                     Petitioner(s)

                 VERSUS

NIRAJ GUPTA                                       Respondent(s)

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

Date: 21/10/2013  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE VIKRAMAJIT SEN

For Petitioner(s)        Ms. V. Mohana,Adv.

For Respondent(s)        Mr. Sumit Attri,Adv.

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

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

      |(Shashi Sareen)                        | |(Veena Khera)                         |
|Court Master                           | |Court Master                          |

                         (Signed order is placed on the file)
                        IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
                          CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

                         TRANSFER PETITION (C) No. 904  OF 2013

|DEEPALI GUPTA                                          |...| Petitioner(s)    |

|                      Versus                                                   |

|NIRAJ GUPTA                                            |...|  Respondent(s)    |

                                 O R D E R

         Heard.
         For the reasons stated in the petition, Matrimonial Suit No. 7  of
     2013 titled  Niraj  Gupta    Vs.  Deepali  Gupta  pending  before  the
     District Court, Alipore, 24-Parganas (S), West Bengal  is  transferred
     to Family Court,  Bangalore,  Karnataka.   The  transfer  petition  is
     allowed accordingly.
         At this stage, learned counsel for the respondent-husband  submits



     that since the respondent shall have to visit Bangalore from  Kolkatta
     for getting his deposition  recorded,  the  petitioner  is  likely  to
     prolong the proceedings on one pretext or the  other  only  to  harass
     him.  He submits that this Court could issue a direction  to  the  the
     transferee court to ensure that recording of  the  deposition  of  the
     respondent as and when the occasion for doing so  arises  is  not  un-
     necessarily                                                   delayed.

                 In the circumstances we  make  it  clear  that  the  trial
     court would take care that no harassment is caused to either   of  the
     parties on account of  the  opposite  party  asking  for  un-necessary
     adjournments especially when witnesses or the party concerned  appears
     before the court for getting their depositions recorded.

                                       ...................J.
                                            (T.S.THAKUR)

                                     .....................J.
                                                         (VIKRAMAJIT SEN)

New Delhi,
October 21, 2013


