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IN THE COURT OF CIVIL JUDGE, S.D. AT PANVEL.
Hrs ML PETITIONNO. \ Q6 oF 2012

In the matter of Marriage solemnized between
the 1% Petitioner and the 2™ Petitioner on 3*°

: WDW MAY 2007 at Panvel, navi Mumbai
e T 'Dﬁd' lp‘rg at Panvel, navi Mum

Pres e el
AND
Supii®
Court of Civii Judge, 5% O, In the matter of Petition for Divorce by
el.
vany ' Mutual Consent under Section 13B of the

Hindu Marmriages Act, 1955.

MRS MONALI BAIDYANATH JHA

Maiden name MONALI NARESH PANCHAL
Hindu, aged z_ﬂycars,

Residing at E 5 YASHWANT C.H.S.
PADWAL NAGAR,

KISAN NAGAR WAGLE ESTATE, THANE.

MR BAIDYANATH LALITMOHAN JTHA
Hindu, aged >2years,

Residing at B wing, Falt no.202, Prajapati Arcade,
Sector-15A, NEW PANVEL,

Navi Mumbai Dist Raigad.

!

1. The 1% Petitioner then a Spinster(nee MISS MONALI NARESH
PANCHAL) wus married to the 2™ Petitioner then a bachelor at
paavel on 3" May 2007 according to the Hindu Vedic rites.
Hereto annexed and marked Exhibit - "A" is the MARRIAGE
CERTIFICATE. Both the Pcﬁﬁoncm are of Indian Domicile and

both are Hindus.




agreed to dissolve the said marriage i
Hon'ble Court,

8 copy of which j& hereto annexed
and marked as Exhibit - *g».
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10. There is no collusion or connivance between the Petitioners
regarding the subject matter of the Petition. The Petitioners say
that they have made their best efforts to live together and to live
a normal happy life but they have failed in their endeavors.

11. The Petitioners therefore submit that they have become entitled
to a decrec of divorce under Section - 13B of the Hindu
Marriage Act, 1955. The Petitioners submit that there ere 1o
legal grounds why the relief claimed for should not be granted.

12. There is no fraud, force or undue influence in presenting this
Petition.
13. There is no unnecessary or improper delay in filing this Petition.

14. No other proceedings with respect to the subject matter of this
Petition between the Petitioners have been filed in this Hon'ble
Court or in any other court in India.

15. The said Petiitoners have last resided at panvel, and therefore
this Hon'ble Court has jurisdiction to entertain and try this
Petition.

16. The Petitioners will refer to and rely upon the documents a list
whereof is hereto annexed.

17. Fixed Court-fees of Rs.100/- has been paid on this Petition.

18. The Petitioners therefore pray

a) That the marriage of the Petitioners solemnized at Panvel on
3 May 2007 be dissolved by a Decree of Divorce by Mutual
Consent under Section 13B of the hindu Marriage Act, 1955.

b) For such further and other reliefs as this HonblelCourt i -
deems fit and proper.

' Petition drawn by. L()
Advocate for tr Petitioner {I’ETI;l %:ER NO.1)

—
TTIONER NO.2)

y, -

————
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Y_ETR_HLC_A_ILO_N -
l: Mrs MONALI BAIDYANATH JHA, the 1* Petitioner zbove /
named, do hereby solemnly declare that what is stated in the
Paragraphs hereinabove mentioned of the Petition is true to to my .
knowledge and what is stated in the subsequent paragraphs is based N
on legal submission and I believe the same to be true.

Solemnly declared at Panvel )
This "dayof _DeC 2 ) MONALI BJHA |

Advo for the Petitioners

l, MR BAIDYANATH LALITMOHAN JHA, the 2nd' Petitioner

abovenamed, do hereby solemnly declare that what is stated in the ‘)
& paragraphs hereinabove mentioned of the Petition is true to to my

knowledge and what is stated in the subsequent paragraphs is based

on legal submission and I believe the same to be true.

Solemnly declared at Panvel ) (
&oﬂ\
This™day of _Dep ,20

Advocate for the Petitioners

[
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Received on : 20-12-2012
Registered on : 20-12-2012
Decided on . 29-06-2013

Duration : Yrs. 0 Ms. 6 Days 9

Exhibit No.  /C
v%. _ IN THE COURT OF THE JT.CIVIL JUDGE, SR. DIV.PANVEL.
\ % (BEFORE SHRIG.P.SHIRSAT)
T
SR H.M.P.No.196/2012

& -y

Mrs. Mgnali Baidyanath Jha,
Age 29 yrs.,
R/at. E 5, Yashwant C.H.S.,
Padwal Nagar, Kisan Nagar
" Wagle Estate, Thane. ... Petitioner no.l

AND

Mr.Bardyanath Lalitmohan Jha,
Age 32 years,

R/at 'B' wing, Flat No.202,
Prajapati Arcade, Sector 15A,

New Panvel, Navi Mumbai
Dist. Raigad. ... Petitioner no.2

Adv.K.M.Thacker for the Petitioners.

JUDGMENT
(Delivered on 29" June, 2013)

This applicziion is filed by the applicants for



2 Judgment in 11 .M.P. No.196/12

dissolution of marriage by mutual consent u/s 13-B of Hindu

Marriage Act.

2 The Petitioners state that their marriage was
solemnized on 3™ May, 2007 as per Hindu Vedic rites. There is no
issue out of the said marriage. After their marriage they are

co-habited and resided at Panvel for a week.

3 The Petitioners states that after week of the said
marriage, serious differences arose between them because of that
there were regular arguments between them which ultimately
culminated into quarrels. There came a time when it became
impossible for them to live together under the same roof. In or
about June, 2007 because ol serious differences, they stopped

having any marital relations with each other and started residing

separately from each other.

4 | The Petitioners states that they are living separately

. M,
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3 Judgmentin 11 .M.P. No.196/12

for a period of more than five ycars before filing of this Petition,
They [urther states that because of the serious differences which
arosc  between them they realized that they were totally
incompatible and could not lead a harmonious life and they found.
it impossible to adjust with each other. Therefore, they have

decided to break-up the relationship as husband and wife by way

of decree of divorce by mutual consent.

5 The Petitioners further stated that the Petitioner no. 1|
does not claim any amount from thé Petitioner no.2 by way of
alimony. Both the Petitioners are working for gain and therefore,
do not claim any alimony from each other. They further*state that
they shall not have any claim or allegation against each other not

or under any changed circumstances in future.

6 It is admitted fact that this petition is filed by
petitioners on 20/12/2012 and statutory period of 6 months has

already lapse. Today both petitioners are present before the Court



4 Judgment in 1T .M.P. No.196/12

and claiming decrce for dissolution of marriage by mutual
consent. Both petitioners have filed on record their affidavits as
per Exh. No.s 7 & 8. So, also placed on record verified copy of

Marriage Registration Certificatc at Exh.9.

7 So, on considering of abovc all facts and circumstances

and after perusing entire record, I found that the both petitioners

are stands on their view to break-up the relationship as husband
/4

and /W{fc by way of decree of divorce of mutual consent. Hence, I

pass the following order.

- ORDER

1. The Petition is allowed.

S 2. The marriage solemnized between the petitioners
on 3™ May, 2007 is hereby dissolved.

3. No order as to costs.

4. Decrce be drawn up accordingly.

—

A L P (G.P.Shirsat)
3 p 87 Civil Judge, Sr.Dvn., Panvel.
» TRUE COOY
a1
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