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ITEM NOS.39+48              COURT NO.7               SECTION IX-A

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Transfer Petition(Civil)  No.2066/2025

PRATIBHA MAYUR THAKKAR                             Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

MAYUR DEEPAK THAKKAR                               Respondent(s)

(FOR  ADMISSION.........[PART  HEARD  BY:  HON'BLE  MR.  JUSTICE  J.B.
PARDIWALA AND HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K.V. VISWANATHAN] 
(IA No. 180553/2025 - EX-PARTE STAY)
 
WITH
T.P.(Crl.) No. 707/2025 (II-A)
(FOR ADMISSION)
(IA No. 22902/2025 - EX-PARTE STAY)
 
Transfer Petition(Civil)  No.1476/2025
(IA No. 128260/2025 – CLARIFICATION/DIRECTION)

Date : 20-01-2026 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE J.B. PARDIWALA
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K.V. VISWANATHAN

For Petitioner(s) : 
    Ms. Gauri Joglekar, Adv.
    Mr. Ramesh Kumar Mishra, AOR
    Mr. Raj Arayan Singh, Adv.

                   Mr. Abhishek Yadav, AOR
                   Mr. Ashutosh Kumar, Adv.
                   Mr. Sajan Shankar Pras, Adv.
                   Mr. Sajan Shankar Prasad, Adv.
                   Mr. Ayush Sharma, Adv.
                   Mr. Saurabh Yadav, Adv.                         
For Respondent(s) :

    Ms. Gauri Joglekar, Adv.
    Mr. Ramesh Kumar Mishra, AOR
    Mr. Raj Arayan Singh, Adv.

                   
    Mr. Abhishek Yadav, AOR

                   Mr. Ashutosh Kumar, Adv.
                   Mr. Saurabh Yadav, Adv.
                   Mr. Sajan Shankar Prasad, Adv.
                   Mr. Ayush Sharma, Adv.
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          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

1. The parties are personally present in the Court today.

2. The petitioner – wife is far more willing to go back to her

matrimonial home and discharge all her matrimonial obligations. The

parties have a son who is 2 ½ years of age and has also come today

along with his maternal-grandmother. 

3. The respondent – husband has few issues, however, all such

issues can always be resolved by talking and by trying to bury all

differences.

4. We request the parties to continue talking with each other.

The endeavour should be to save the marriage in the interest of

their  minor  son.  Son  should  be  the  only  consideration  for  the

parties to reconcile. 

5. We requested the parties that since they all are present in

the Court premises today, they should talk, sit in the Canteen and

have a good time. We have suggested this keeping in mind that the

father will be in a position to meet and talk to his son.

6. We request the petitioner to ensure that the son keeps talking

to  his  father  every  day  through  Video  Conferencing.  The  father

shall also take interest and speak to his son. The parties should

also keep talking with each other through VC Mode. We are sure that

with the passage of time, everything will be fine and the parties

will start residing together as one happy family.

7. Post these matters after four weeks.

8. On the next date of hearing, the parties shall once again

personally remain present before us.

  (VISHAL ANAND)                                  (POOJA SHARMA)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS                          COURT MASTER (NSH)
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