| TEM NO 71 COURT NO. 5 SECTI ON XVI A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

TRANSFER PETITION (CIVIL.) NO(s). 545 OF 2009

RANJANA UMESHBHAI SHARVA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UMESHBHAI AATMA PRAKASH SHARMA Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for stay and office report)
WTH |I.A NO 3 (PERM SSI ON TO FI LE SUPPLEMENTARY AFFI DAVIT )

Dat e: 30/ 11/2009 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE R V. RAVEENDRAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. S. RADHAKRI SHNAN
For Petitioner(s) M. Tanmay Mehta, Adv.
Dr. Kail ash Chand, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Sarad Kumar Si nghani a, Adv.
Ms. Rashni Si nghani a, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
e allow this petition in terns of t he si gned
order and direct transfer of HWP No.449 of 2009 titled
Uneshbhai Aatma Prakash Shar ma Vs. Ranj ana Uneshbhai

Sharma fromthe Family Court No.4, Ahnmedabad, Cujarat to
the file of the District Judge, Rohini, Delhi, who may

either try the matter hinself or assign it to the Court

of conpetent jurisdiction.

( Ravi P. Verma ) ( MS. Negi )
Court Master Court Master
[ Signed order is placed on the file]
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
ClVIL ORI G NAL JURI SDI CTI ON
TRANSFER PETI TION(C) NO. 545 OF 2009
RANJANA UMESHBHAI SHARMA L. PETI TI ONER( S)

Ver sus

UMESHBHAI AATMA PRAKASH SHARMVA ... RESPONDENT( S)

ORDER

This is wife's petition praying for transfer of the
petition for restitution of conjugal rights filed by the

respondent - husband under Section 9 of the H ndu Marriage



Act, 1956 fromthe Fam ly Court, Ahnmedabad, CGujarat to the
District Court at Rohi ni , Del hi . The petitioner
resides in Delhi, has alleged that she has to | ook after

her small child; that various proceedings initiated by her
agai nst the respondent are already pending in Del hi courts;
and that she finds it difficult to travel to Ahnedabad to

def end the case.

2. The respondent contends that he is ready to take
back the petitioner but because of the wong advice by her

father, she has been filing case after case at Del hi

3. Having regard to the fact that the petitioner has a
small child and all her cases are at Del hi, the proceedi ngs
in question requires to be transferred to Del hi
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4, e, accordi ngly, al | ow this petition and
transfer of HW  No. 449  of 2009 titled Uneshbha
Prakash Sharma Vs. Ranj ana Uneshbhai Sharma fromthe Fanmily
Court No. 4, Ahnedabad, Gujarat to the file of the District
Judge, Rohini, Delhi, who may either try the natter hinself

or assign it to the Court of conmpetent jurisdiction

New Del hi;

di rect

Aat ma

Novenber 30, 2009. ( K.S. RADHAKRI SHNAN )



