I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NOS. 255-256  OF 2011
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) Nos. 7672-7673/2009)

VEENA Appel I ant (s)

: VERSUS:
STATE GOVT. OF NCT, DELH AND ANR Respondent (s)
ORDER

Leave granted.

The appel | ant Veena and respondent No. 2 Jagdi sh Prasad are present in Court. They were marri
ed on 30.9.1998. Qut of the wedl ock, they have one daughter who is in the custody of the appe
| ant Veena.

It is not disputed that the parties have been living separately for over 10 years and reconci
iation is not possible now Both the appellant Veena and respondent No.2 Jagdi sh Prasad pray t
hat a decree of divorce by nmutual consent be granted.

The appel | ant Veena undertakes to withdraw all the cases filed by her against Jagdi sh Prasad a
nd his fanm |y menbers, including the one filed under Section 498A of the |.P.C., within two we
eks fromtoday. She al so undertakes not to claimany maintenance for her daughter or for herse
| f.

Respondent No. 2 Jagdi sh Prasad undertakes to w thdraw Case No. 248/ 2004 P.S. Gol akpuri, under S
ection 340 of the C.P.C., pending before the Court of Shri Rakesh Pandit, Metropolitan Magi st
rate, Karkardoona Courts, Delhi, within two weeks from today

We have heard the | earned counsel for the parties and talked to the parties. The appell ant has
filed a divorce petition under Section 13(1)(ia) of the H ndu Marriage Act, 1955, being HVA N
0. 397/2008 which is pending before the Court of Sanjeev Mattu, Additional District Judge, Kark
ardoonma Courts, Delhi. In the peculiar facts and circunstances of this case, we deemit approp
riate to transfer the said divorce petition to this Court and take the same on Board. The said
divorce petition is converted into one under Section 13B of the Hindu Marriage Act and we gra
nt divorce to the parties by mutual consent.

We direct that the custody of the daughter would continue to remain with the appell ant.

We nmay observe that the nere filing of the petition by the appellant would not conme in the way
of the father of respondent No.2 receiving pensionary and other benefits which are pernissib
| e them under | aw.

Wth these observations, these appeals are di sposed of.

..................... J( DALVEER BHANDARI )

( DEEPAK VERMA)

New Del hi ;
January 28, 2011.
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Petition for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).7672-7673/2009

(From the judgenent and order dated 23/03/2009 in CRLM No. 1130/ 2008 & CRLMA No. 4231/2008 of t
he HI GH COURT OF DELHI AT N. DELH)

VEENA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE, GOVT. OF NCT, DELH & ANR Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for stay)

Dat e: 28/ 01/ 2011 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE DALVEER BHANDARI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DEEPAK VERNA

For Petitioner(s)M. Vivek Sharnm, Adv.
forMS. Tenple Law Firm Advs.

Respondent (s) M. P.P. Mal hotra, ASG
Ranj ana Nar ayan, Adv.
Madhurima Midul , Adv.

Ms. Anil Katiyar, Adv.

559

Ri tu Rastogi, Adv.
Chitra Goswani, Adv.
Dr. (Ms.) Vipin Gupta, Adv.

55

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Leave granted.
Heard the | earned counsel for the parties. The appeals are disposed of in terns of the signed
or der.

(A S. BISHT) (NEERU BALA V1)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
(Signed order is placed on the file)



