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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

oy CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
MISC. CIVIL APPLICATION NO.99 OF 2022
Mrs. Priti Pramod Puro and Anr. ..Applicants
Versus
Komal Pritesh Puro Nee Sane and Anr. ..Respondents

Mr. Akshay R. Kapadia, for the Applicants.
Ms. Shilpa A. Joshi, for the Respondents.

CORAM : NITIN W. SAMBRE, J.
DATE : 19™ APRIL, 2022
RC.

1. Prayer for transfer is opposed by the non-applicant/wife
on the ground that she is not getting any maintenance. That being
so, there is mounting financial amount viz. repayment of housing

loan and also has to maintain seven years old daughter.

2. I have appreciated the submissions.

3. Statement made by the counsel for the applicants that

the objections in his proceedings are already removed, is accepted.

4. In the aforesaid background, so as to avoid overlapping
of finding on the same set of facts between the same parties, prayer

for transfer is allowed in terms of prayer clause (b).
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5. It is directed that if pleadings by filing reply to the
maintenance proceeding is not completed by the applicant within
period of four weeks from today, the Court below shall be at liberty
to proceed ahead with the hearing of the same irrespective of the
reply of applicant. Applicant is permitted to place on record
affidavit-in-reply within four weeks irrespective of the further

schedule date of hearing.

[NITIN W. SAMBRE, J.]
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