& | TEM NO. 72 Court No. 2 SECTI ON XVI A
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
TRANSFER PETI TION (CIVIL.) NO(s). 1063 OF 2009
BALW NDER KAUR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
BALW NDER SI NGH Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling OT.,stay,permssion to file

addi ti onal docunents, PERM SSI ON TO FI LE ADDI TI ONAL AFFI DAVI T and office
report ))

Date: 13/09/2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

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

For Petitioner(s)
M. Vimal Chandra S. Dave, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Ms. Neeha Gokhal e, Adv.
M. Jaiweer S., Adv.
Ms. Kamakshi S. Mehl wal , Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The Transfer Petition is disposed of in ternms of
the signed order.

(Ganga Thakur) (Jugi nder Kaur)
PS to Registrar Court Master

Signed order is placed on the file.
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CIVIL ORI G NAL JURI SDI CTI ON

TRANSFER PETI TION (C) NO 1063 OF 2009

BALW NDER KAUR Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

BALW NDER SI NGH Respondent ( s)

ORDER

On 10th May, 2010, while referring the parties to



medi ation, we had directed the respondent-husband to pay
a sumof Rs. 25,000/- to the petitioner in addition to

the sum of Rs. 10, 000/- towards expenses for travelling

and stay in Del hi , in connection with t he medi ati on

pr oceedi ngs.
It appears that a Bank Draft No. 051765 dated
31.5.10 for Rs.25,000/- was obtained by the respondent
Bal wi nder Si ngh, in favour of Bal wi nder Kaur, t he
petitioner herein, fromthe State Bank of India, City
Branch, Anbala Cty. It is further subnitted on behal f
of the respondent that the said Draft was thereafter
sent to the petitioner and according to the petitioner

the sane was deposited with her Bank in her account in
the State Bank of |ndia, Miin Branch, Ahnedabad. The

same was returned on the ground that the sanme was a

xerox copy of the original.

2.
A controversy has, therefore, been raised as to
whet her the original draft was at all sent or whether it
was received and not submtted to the bank.
On behal f of the husband, certain letters issued
by the State Bank of India, Ahnedabad Gty Branch, have
been brought to our notice to indicate that the Bank
Draft was in fact genuine and had been issued by the
sai d Bank.
Be that as it may, in order to put an end to the
controversy, we direct that the Bank Draft, referred to
herei nbefore, be treated as cancelled by the State Bank
of India, Anbala City Branch, and such cancell ation be
intimated to the State Bank of India, Min Branch, at
Ahnmedabad, so that the same, if presented in original,
is not honoured by the said bank. The State Bank of
India at Anbal a Cty, shal | accordingly recredit t he

account of the respondent with the amount of the Bank



Draft and i nst ead of payment by Bank Draft, t he
respondent No.2 shall pay to the petitioner the said
amount of Rs.25,000/- in cash within four weeks from

date and obtain receipt for the sane.
It may also be recorded that the very basis of

the Transfer Petition is no |longer available, as the

second petition filed by the respondent under Section 9

been

been

t he

t he

of t he H ndu Marri age Act, 1955, has si nce
wi thdrawn by the respondent by order dated 18th August,
2010. The Transfer Petition has, t heref ore,
rendered infructuous and is al so di sposed of. However,
- 3-
liberty is given to the parties to nention the matter
if any further need arises.
Havi ng regard to t he order passed t oday,
pr oceedi ngs initiated by t he petitioner agai nst

respondent, in relation to the Bank Draft in question

shall be treated as w t hdrawn.

( A K PATNAIK )

New Del hi ,
Sept enber 13, 2010.



