IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

FRIDAY \THE FOURTH DAY OF DECEMBER
TWO THQUSAND AND TWENTY

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE T AMARNATH GOUD

LA. Nos. 1 and 2 of 2020 in CC MNo. 481 of 2020

CONTEMPT CASE NO: 481 OF 2020

C.C. No. 481 of 2020 :

(Contempt Case Under Sections 10 1o 12 of Contempt of Courts Act to punish the
Respondent herein for, willlfully violating, the Order of the High Court dated
13-12-2019 in CRP No. 1556 of 2019 .)

Between:

Harsha Tipimani, S/o late T R .Chowdary, Aged 45 years, Occ: Business, Rio 12-13-
196, Tamaka, Secunderabad, -.PETITIOMNER in
CC and LA N0 of 2020 and Respondent
in LA No.2 of 2020
AMD

Smit. Pooja Tipirneni, W/o Harsha Tipirneni, Aged 41 vears, Om Business, Clo C-20,

Vikrampuri Colony, Secunderabad. L CONTEMMOR in CC
and [.A. No.1 of 2020 and
Petitioner in LA, No.2 of 2020

1A NO: 1 OF 2020

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated
in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased
to direct the Respondent to handover custody of the minor child to the
Petitioner for the remaining period antitled to the Petitioner,

1A ND: 2 OF 2020

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumsiances stated in
the affidavil filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased "not to
gxtend the custody of minor child Master AGASTYA o his father | e, Respondent
harain with a direction to the Respondent to handover the child to the Petitionar
herein immediately by recalling the order passed by this Hon'kle Court in | A Nos,
2 5and6of 2019 in CRP No. 1556 of 2019.
Counsel for the Petitioner in C.C. and |LA. No.1 of 2020
And Respondant in LA, No.2 of 2020 : SRl S, NAGESH REDDY
Counsel for the Respondent in CC and |LA. No.1 of 2020
And Petitioner in LA, No.2 of 2020 SEIM. NAGA RAGHU

The Court made the following: COMMON ORDER



HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE T. AMARNATH GOUD

I.A.Nos.1 & 2 OF 2020 IN C.C.No.481 OF 2020

AND
CONTEMPT CASE No.481 OF 2020

ORDER:

1 The prayer in this Contemp! Case, instituted under Sections
10 1o 12 of the Contempt Courls of Act, is as follows:

“For the reasons stared it accompanying affidovit, the
petitioner herein prays that this Hon'ble Court may be
pieased to hold the mother guilty of the contempt of the
orders of the Han'ble Court under Sections 1010 12 of
the Contempt of Courts Act and punish the mother for
gross viclation of the orders of the Hon'ble Court dated
13.12.2019 in CRP MNo 15562019 and pasa such other
orier or ardera as this Hon'ble Court deems fit and
praper in the circumstances of the case”

2 Petitioner and respondent are husband and wile respectively.
Oul of their wedlock they were blessed with a male chald by name
Agastyn. Thereafter they are not in marital relation for several

vears and are staying separately,

3 The main &is involved in this case is with regard to custody of
the minor boy by name Agasthya sged about & years, to be shared
by both the parents. The petitioner is father and the respondent is
mother of the child respectively in this Contempt Case. For the
sake of convenience the parties to these proceedings will

hereinaiter be referred to as father’, ‘mother’ and 'child’.

4 Originally the matter is pending before the Family Court,
City Civil Court, Secunderabad viz.,, O.P.No.367 of 2018 wherein
the father filed LA No.470 of 2019 in which child custody was
granted in favour of the father directing the mother to oroduce the
child hefore the Court at 4.43 PM on every day of custoedy in order
to enable the Court to examine the minor child and alse directed
the father herein to take custody of the child from the Court daily

rom 07.6.2019 till 11.6.2019 at 500 PM, by order dated



06620149, Aggprieved thereby the mother filed Civil Hevision
Petition No, 1556 of 2019 sccking to set aside the order passed by
the Family Court. By order dated 01.10.2019, this Court dismissed
the CRPF and further directed the parties to {file appropriate
applications secking custody or visitation rights wich the child as
and when required; and on such applicetions made, the trial Court
shall pess appropriate orders thercon as per law withoul any
delay., The mother filed 1A Neos.2, 5 of 2019 praying the Court to
sut aside the order daled 01.10,201% passed in the Civil Revision
Petition and restore the CRP to file and review the sajd order.
However, the father filed LANo.6& of 2019 1o review the orders
dated 01.10.2019 in CRP No 1556 of 2019 and shift the custody of
the child to the petitioner father and further direct the Family
Court to give priority to the 1As and dispose of them in time bound
manner, By comman order dated 13.12.2019, this Court disposed

of all the 1As as [ollows;

aCustedy of ihe child shall be with the father and mother as
falicwa:

iil Sunday evening 400 PM anwards till Friday morning, the lalher
will have the custedy of the child,

yial The meother will pick up the child frem the school an Friday and
will hand over the custady of the child to the father post lunch o
Sunday at <, 00 FM.

This arrangement shall be for first three weeks in every
menth and for the remainimg weeks, father shall have the custody
af the child i erder to spend tme wilth the child in the st week
erds.

i) From Janvary, 2020 onwards, @ all vacations, child custody
shall be shared equally by both parents;

[iv] [F sty ;35.:|'|::|::i_']. Eoth the [_:-.5'.1'|1|.=:':': are at lih:rt;-' e take the child
topether to any plece of his choice during vacation or on any
niher day

This arvangement s made it view of the child being away
from the father for almost a year and for the past two years, he
was piven costody for only 43 days.

This arrangement is made (i1l the end of summer vacation,
Thereafter, the parenis are at liberty to take appropriate steps

ke



before the Family Court in the event of any madification of having
the cuatody of the child

Witk the abowve obescrovations, LANo2 of 2019 4
digmigsed, LANazS and & of 2019 are closed and the arder
passed by this Coure, daced 011020109 in C R P MNo 1550 of 2010
12 revievwed o the extent indicared above”

o Accordingly the parents shared the custody of the child.
Now, alleging that the mother has not only willfully violated Clause
(iii) of the above order dated 13.12.201%, the present Contemp
Case 15 hled by the father and he also brought to the notice of the
Courl thal the mother 1s exposing the child to immoral activity of
taking nude photogrephs of the child on 13.6.2020 and by laking
the child to the Nilofer hospital during midnight and getting his

private parts tested during COVID period.

£ Mr. Nagesh Reddy, the Jlearned counsel for the
petitioner/father argued that the respondeni/mother has filed
series ol complamits dated 1042018, 1992018, 04.3.2020,
04.6.2020 and 12.7.2020 before differenl police stations wviz.,
Osmania University, Begumpet, Karkhana and Abids fwithout any
territorial jurisdiction) against the father alleging lhalt he is
commilting immeoral acts upon the child which amounts to serious
offences under law. The said complaints were inquired into hy the
police and that the police have also made surprise visits to the
house af the [ather on 07.02.2018, 28 52020 and 20.7.2020, The
police met the child at the residence of the petitioner and also
verifled the C.C. TV cameras hixed mn the house of the petitioner
including his bedrooms, But they found no incriminating material
or any objectionable clippings. The police gave positive report
dated 10.3.2018, 29.7.2020 and 10.8.2020 in favour ol the Father
and closed the file as alse’. This has happened more than once ac

the instigation of the mother and that the mother is tutoring the



child Lo send cerlain messages Lo her in a secret manner through
mebile phone which she provided to the child and this was done
with an inlention to implicate the father and his family members
and the child innocently followed the instructions of the mother
withoul knowing the consequences. It is the further case of the
father that the mother has grossly viclated COVID norms and in
getting the child examined by doctors in the Nilofer hospital during
the COVID periad. To satisty her ege and to win over the falher
with a vwvindictive mindsct thce mother is making the child a
scapegoal. He would further contend that as per the orders of this
Court dated 13.12.2019, the mother has not been handing over the
child to the father and thus willfully vielated the orders of this
Hon'ble Court. 1t is to be noted that even during lockdown period
the father had dropped ofl and picked up the child from the house
of the mother. However, the mother has taken COVID-19 as a
convenient excuse to flout the orders of the Hoen'ble Court
However, more than once the custody of the child was sharcd

during COVID period by both parties,

7 On the other hand, Mr. M.Naga Raghu, the learned counsel
for the mother argucd that the molher was having more concern
towards the child and in order to protect the child rem the
clutches of the father, she has taken sleps not o give custody of
the child o the father during COVID perniod and that she was
apprchending that the father would commit homosexual acts upen
the ¢hild. He would further contend that in order to safeguard Lhe
child, the mother filed complainis befare different police stations,
but, however, the petitioner being a highly influentizl person in the

society gol managed all the cases in getting the reports in his



&

favour. The learned counsel further contended that the mother
tock the child to the hospital and alse made audio and video
recordings and his private parts were photographed only in the
intergst of the child, He would further pray that even il this
Hon'ble Court comes to a conclusion that the mother is guilty of
disobeyving the orders of this Hon'ble Court, she may be pardonsd
and requested to take a lenient view since the interest of the child
is paramount important and what all the actions donc by her are
in the wellare of the child only and that the mother tenders

unconditional apology.

H Now the points thal anse lor consideration n this Contempt
Case are:

i. ‘Whether the mother haa committed williul disobedisnce
and fledted the arders of this Court? And il ao, is she Lable for
contempt?

i [n the interest of child should the custody of the child be
shured by helh the parents? And il so, how the sharving pattern
geheduls is to he fixed?

9 The second point is [ramed at the request of both sides to
consider the sharing of the child. In the process of deciding as to

how the child custody to be shared by the parents.

10 Earlier the family Court has made an arrangement and
accordingly passed orders, The mtleraction which the Family Court
had with the child on 05.06.201%9 15 extracted hereunder:

*Minor child was colled imto the chambers Me entered into
chiamcher wdth o sowle ond gol before e Child was asted with
twhom he (s staying and whom did he Hes moest, Child gosuered
that e is stagng with his mether and he likesg his mother first and
secondiy he lkes his father, Child woas asfed whetfor he wanis to
g aleng with his father, Then the child said ke @5 nol readyy o go o
his fatfer s he wos told by s onother that his fother e
petitianee ded bad things against fm. Then thes Coun asced did
he remember any of such moidents,  Than sinor oy saied that he
wgls tald Gy fils mother but he did not remember any such
mcidents.  Minor boy 15 so active and sioted aboul his schoo!
activities and fRends.  Fother of the miner child was calied inle the
chambers, Miner boy went to the fatfier and gave q hug and kiss
o the reguest of his father, Minor Boy also told fo kis father that
ke wants to go to Scuth America. Minor buy also wold oot he (s



seared of the dog in the kouse of the pefiiioner When (he pelilioner
frisdted the child fo s house he sawd thal ke will come buf fe will
g0 whensver he wants tn see s mother,  Pefitioner mlso gave a
word fo the minor boy thal he can go to his mother whenever he
wants te see her. Later mother of the child was called into the
chamber.  Boy wous so active and shared about his holiday
activitics m the presence af bis mother, ”

11 Upon examining the movements of the child, the trial Court
is of the opinion that the miner boy has ne sort of fear to go near
\o his father and the way of sitting on the lap of his [ather

indicates that he is not afraid ol his father.

12 On 21.12.2018 in CRP No.4053 of 2018, Hon'ble Sri Justice
Raghaverdra Singh Chauhan, having concern towards the child,
had interacted with the child in his High Court chambers, The

interaction of his Lordship with the child is extracted hereunder:

SThis Cort hod on oeonsion fooreraet with Agosthya, a
five year child, Agasthya came path father, the respandent.  Even
before otering the chamber, Agasthya wonted his fulher o coms
(R fum Tnfn the chamber Therefare, this Cowrd permitted Mr,
Tipirneni Harsha 1o perompany the ciuld it the chamiber,

During  the wieegction,  Agasthye  was  absolutely
comfortatle 1 the company of kis father.  Thas Court asked
Agers? iy about his age, chout the school that ke goes (o, ahout the
friend he fas in bis class, This cowet alse asked fom whether he
goes to the schoal by bus or by car. He informs the Courf that he
goes to the school by car. He alse informs the oourt that he is
taken to the school, of times. by his futher, and mos! of the times
by the drver. In kis demur, there is nothing o suggest that
Agasthye (s uncomforable in the presence of ks fother, or
frightened, or even torfured by his father, Agusthya was rather
active as. he would ploy with the cushions which are kept i the
chamber, e was also courteous when he was affered Duscets in
{hie chamber.  He was articulate to wmform this courl that he s
suffering from a miid cold fur which his futher (s gven s
medicines dutifully,  Thus Agasthya is o bright intelligenr and
artinplate chiid,”

13 Upon examining the child, his Lordship did not form any

adverse opinion about sharing custody of the child by the father.

14 This Court while disposing of the Civil Revision Petition
No.1556 of 2019, after verifying the records and after hearing both
sides, passcd an elaborate order keeping in mind about the rights

of hoth the parents upon the child and since the interest of the

v
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child is paramount consideration and at the same time the child
also shall not be deprived of having love and affection of both the
parcnis, the sharing was sccordingly ordercd which went on

smoothly.

15 It is pertinent to note that even during the COVID - 19
lockdown period — March 2020 onwards also the parents shared
the custody of the child as per the schedule. During the COVID
period, the mother did not allow the child to visit his father. T
cannot be said that the ather could be careless towards not only
hirnzelf but alse towards the child by exposing to Corona viras, It
is further stranpge to accept the behavour of the mother that on one
hant she takes shelter of Corona virus for not sending the child to
his father but on the other hand she took the child to police
stations, hospital [or examining his private parts and made serious
allegations against the father that he has committed sexual assault
upon the child, The medical examination reports did not support
the said allegatons. All inquiries and reports by the police of
various police stations, indicate that no such act has Leen
commirted upon the child. But on the other hand, the mother nat
only violated the orders of this Ceurt in the Civil Revision Petition

but also her acts mentioned supra are unwarranted.

16 It is surprising to believe the version of the mother that on
one hand she savs that she is having more concern towards Lhe
welfare of the child znd trving to keep away the child from the
father and on the other hand and she is willing o conltinue the
sharing of the child custody. Both pleas are contradictory to each
ather and her stand is inconsistent, So it can safely held that the

plea of the mother as a lame excuse.



17 On 24.7.2020, the leamed counsel for the mother, during
the pendency of the Contempt Proceedings, upon instructons from
his client, requested the Court to increase Lhe child custedy by onc
mare day in {avour of the mother, This Courl considered the sald
request and accordingly fixed the schedule in the interest of the
child as it is paramount consideration as *,. Accordingly, the chld
shall be in the custody of the mother from Thursdoy evening o Sunday
evening and from Sunday evening to Thursday evening, the custody of the
child shall be with the father," Thereafter, till date the sharing of the
custody of the child is smoolth. This request of ncreasing was
made on 24.7.2020 much after the alleged incident of 12.6.2020,
25.5.2020 has happened where the mother accuses [ather of
committing immoral acls upen the child, She has taken nude
photos of the child and also tock him for medical examination.
This kind of inconsistent pleas of the mother leaves this Court to
draw an adverse inference against her, She cannot deprive the

child from having love and affection of the father.

18 ©On 27.11.2020 the learned counsel Jor the mother
specifically indicted that if the custody of the child is increased hy
one day from the present schedule in favour of the mother, she will
be happy, However, later by way of written arguments, the mother
insigts only visitation rights Lo be given to the father. This kind of
inconsistenl. mindset cannot be appreciated by this Court,
Further, upon the regquest of the learned counsel for mother to
have an interaction with the child, this Court considered the
request and fixed 01.12.2020 around 11.30 AM for interaction with
the child and called for proposal if any regarding sharng of child

custody.

Pl P



149 In pursuance of the order dated 27.11.2020, both the
counsel on at 01.12.2020 at 11.30 AM along with the child
Agasthva visited my residence office for interaction with the child.
This Court has interacted with the child for some bme and found
that he 1s brilliant and has quiet clarity of what he thinks and
what he does. When asked as 1o whal he would like to become in
future, he siated that he is inlerested in becoming a scientist and
an agstroneut.  When this Court asked the learned counsel to be
present in the chamber and asked the child to go out, he said that
we all will discuss secrets about him in his absence. In the
presence of only Sri Naga Raghu, the learned counsel for the
mother, when asked about physical abuse, the child said that he
was not subjected to any physical abuse. In the process of
interaction, he expressed his willingness to stay with both the
parents and it is his wish that both the parents stay under one
rool along with him. He also stated that his father has arranged
Sanskrit tuition at his residence at Tarnaka and he knows lour
languages i.c: Telugu, Hindi, English and Sanskeit. Dailly morning
fix [ather wakes him up by V.00 AM and prepares him for
attending wvirtuel classes during the pandemic period. He is
comfartable with his father at their residence and he plays football
with his father and tennis with his ceach and he also does cycling
within the premises. He further stated that he is comfortable with
his mother also at her residence in Vikeampuri. But other than his
mother, there is no one to play with him and when she ig out, he
will spend time watching television and reading some magazines by
himnsell, His grandfather does not spend time with him. When his
mother goes out for shopping, he feels lonely at haome. He misses

his classes on and off when he 15 with his mother as both wake up



10

late, some limes around 10.00 AM. He volunteersd to say that his
mother wanted him o speak against his father, which he earlier
didd and he again voluntecred saying that nerealler he will speak
truth only and he apologized for having said so against his father.
He said if something can be done making both parents live with

him together under one rool, he will be happy.

a0 After interaction with the child, since he has expressed his
wish that he would lke w stay with both the parents undcer one
roof, this Court feels sorry for the anfortunate situation. However,
since the child has expressed that he is comfortable with his father
and also with the mother, n wview of the same, considering the
request of the maother, this Court considers that the sharing
pattern may be fixed a5 indicated in the order dated 24.7.2020 and
this Court feels that the same need nol be changed. Since there
was interaction with the child by the Judge of the Family Court,
Hom'hle Sri Justice Raghavendra Singh Chauhan and also myseli, |
sirongly feel that there should be an end to this litigation and
exposing the child to the Courts and to the allegations may not be
just. There are much hetter places where the child should visit but

definitely not police stations, courls and hospitals.

21 It can be seen from the record that so many advocates viz.,
Sri L .Ravichander, Sti Sripada Prabhakar, amt. Puruhota Lodha
Sri Adnan Osman Shaheed appeared on hehall of the mother all
through and she changed them and fnally now Sri M. Naga Rabu.
Of course, she has a right to change the counsel of her choice from
time io time, but the attitude of constantly changing the counsel
appears Lhat her chinking towards legal advice and the legal

praceedings 1s unstable. [\ is also pertinent to note Lhat the mother



11

even [led Transfor CMP No.229 of 2019 before this Court making
allegations against the Family Court Judge lor granting child
custody to father and prayed to transfer the case from one Court to

another Court, which was dismissed,

22 The Supreme Court in VIVEK SINGH V. ROMANI SINGH:
(in Civil Appeal No.3962 of 2016, dated 13.02.2017), held that bath
parcnis are entitled o have custedy of the child. The child cannot
be denied his legitimate right of having company of his mother and
father and slso the child cannot be deprived of his right to have

their love, affection and care.

23 The Hon'ble Supreme Court in GAURAV NAGPAL V.
SUMEDHA NAGPALZ2, scr out the principles in relation to
the custody of minor child in certain terms. The Hon'ble apex
Court held that welfare of the minor child is the firsc and
paramount consideration and in order to determine child custody,
the jurisdiction exercizsed by the Court rests on its own inherent
equality powers where the Court acls as 'Parens Patriae'. The
Hoo'ble apex Court also held that ‘children are nol mere chattels
nor are they toys for their parents. Absolute right of parents over
the destinies and the lives of their children, in the modern changed
sontial conditions must yield to the considerations of their welfare
as human beings s that they may grow up in a normal balanced
manner to e useful members of the scciety and the guardian
court in case of a dispute between the mother and the father, is

expected to strike a just and proper balance between the

LP20LT)-3 8CC 231
2{2009) 1 8CC 12
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requirements of welfare of the minor children and the rights of

their respective parents over Lhem.’

74  Though number of Judgments are cited by the learned
counsel for the mother on the point that in the malters
of custody welfare of minor is paramount consideration, it is nol
necessary to refer to cach and every decision as this legal position
i5 well settled by the Han'ble Supreme Court in catens of decisions.
The other arpuments sand citations which relate to criminal

procedure are not relevant to the facts of the case,

25 The Hon'ble Supreme Court in Nil Ratan Kundu v. Abhijit
Kundu? sct out the principles governing the custody of minor

children in paragraph 32 as lollows:

"I our pudgment, the low reletng to cusiody of @ ohild @5
farirly well-settled and i s this. In deciding o difficult and compies
question Gs to custody of miner, a Court of fa should e it rirecd
relevant stafules and the nghts Jowing thergfrom, But such cases
canmat be decided solely by interpretng legal prowvsons, I s a
rumane problem and is reguired to be selved wath human touch. A
Court while dealing with custody cases, is nenther bound by
stafules nor by strcl mules of evidence or procedure nor hy
precedents. In selecting proper guardian of a mmar, the prarameount
cansideration should be the welfure and well-bewwg of the child. In
splecting @ guordion, the Court (s exercising porens patnae
jfunisdiction and 15 expecfed, way bound, lo g due weight o a
chld's  ordmary  comfort,  confentmert, theaith, education,
intellectin! development and foeourable surroundings. But over
aried above physical comfets, maral and ethical values cunnat be
ignored. Theg are equelly, orowee all S0y, eweT muee importanl,
crmEntal and |'r'|_|;.|'.':_~.'_r:l|;:.l.':\.'u|’.:.r-.=.“ considerahens. IF the menor 15 oid
enough fo form on imtelligent preference or dgewent, the Lourt
must consider such preference as well, though the final decision
showdd rest with the Cour! s 1o what 15 conduciie to the welfare of
Theer erpincsr™.

26 A parenl cannot be a guest in the life of their child. 1T
visitalion rights only are granted for limited hours, it may not be
sufficient for the child to have comfortable time with the father or
mother, whoever may be the case. The wider the gap, the bonds

get broken guicker and the child is left confused and ends up

3{2008]) 9 5CC 413
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believing this, Such acts of any parent in separating & child from
the other parent should be nipped in the bud olherwise the
geparated parent ends up becomning a guest in Lthe lile of the child.
Overnight custody must be encouraged wherever possible and
mere meeting and spending time with the parent for couple of
hours in court premises, hotel, theatre, Mall, park ete, under the
supervision of other parent or relative will nol serve any purpose of
visttation as the child will be under psychological pressure and will

ninl be cominrialble.

27  From the written arguments filed by the learned counsel for
the mother, it can be seen that in Para No.4Y9 he requested this
Heon'ble Court that in the interest and wellare ol the minor child if
the Honble Court leels it is necessary o examine the child, by
examining the child the Hon'ble Court can come fto better
conclusion with continuation of the custody of the child as per s
wish., Therefore, this Court is inclined to interact with the child

before passing the final order in this Contempt Case

28 This Court is conscious of the parameters to decide a
Contempt Casc. Since the rights of the child are invelved and
interest of the child is paramount important, this Court believes
that “Laws Are Made For Citizens And Citizens Are Not Made For
Laws™, in order to put a quietus to the litigation between father,
mather and child, this Court while stepping ahead, vonsidering the
impact the growing child would have against his litigant parents,

the sharing pattern is decided.

29  With repard to the violation of the orders of this Court, this

Court is of the considered view that the mother ¢ contemnor has



14

Novuted the orders of this Cogret

dated 13.12.2019 n Civil Reviasinn

Petition No.1556 of 20
Wo.1336 of 2019 and hence she is gulty of contemprt.

However, since the mother expresses her unconditional apology

and prayed for pardon, this Court 1akes a lenient view againsr her,

She shall keep standing 1ill the end of the Court procesdings of

rhis day.

A0 [A] As slaled supra, sinee both parties have sgreed for
sharing the cuslody of the child, chis Court directs the sharing
shall be in principle and confirms the sharing as requested by the
mother and as hixed by dockel order dated 2472020, which is

relterated as under:

il The child shall ke m the custody of the mather from
Thursday ecening fo Sunday evening and from Sunday
ayr

apaning to Thursday evering, the cuslody of the child shall

b

ha with the futher,

I'l]] Aparl fram the shanng the custoddy of the cheld s indicated
above, i the svent of angy festival falling on one day, the chilad shall
stay with the parent upto .00 PM and orerught unth Lhe nTier
narent. ©n the next dey moriing the child shall go beeis o the
rarent hawng the austody os per the eoherdicle, I dhe esent of
Semticela failing for tre days, v Such oS, one day each shall be
shered by both the porents. i the event of any Junclions or ang
pecasions o the fomaly of the paeent nof hving custody, f
mutualy agreed, the cliid can ateed the fumction and if =0

rempadeed can stay overTighl with the parent.”

20 (B) This Court further dircols both the parents a8 under:

[} To win over each other, the parents shall not use the child
as a pawn againsl each olher.
(ii) The parents should net poison the mind of the child, The
I

child shall not be given mobile phone, He can use the mobile

phone only under parental guidance.



fiily Both motner and father shall have the custody of the
child during vacsilon equally, During vacations il the mother and
the child intend o go on domestic or internationsl wrip, the father
shall malke Lheir Lravel and stay arrangements and bear with all
such expenses, “The petitioner/father i.e. Harsha Tipirneni is
at liberty to take his minor som Agastya Tipirneni along with
him independently for domestic and international travel and
the Petitioner/father is permitted to apply for any Visa to any
country, travel document including renewal of passport, for
his minor son Agastya Tipirnenl independently without

requiring a No-Ohjection from the Respondent/mother”.

{iv] The partes are strictly prohibited from laking obscenc
photos or videos of the child as well as audio revordings. All the
cxisting photos, C.Ds and videns should be desiroyed and they

shall not be used herealter.

. . . .

31 The Contempt Case is accordingly ordered.  [n conscquenoes
thereol, no orders need be passed in LANos. @ and 2 separately
and accordingly 1hey are dismissed. Other miscellancous petitions

it any, pending in this Contempt Casc shall stand closed,
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