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              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(s). 163 OF 2005

MAMATHA                                                     Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

P. NIRANJAN REDDY                                           Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for stay and office report ))

Date: 11/11/2005  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

        HON’BLE  MR. JUSTICE S.B. SINHA

        HON’BLE  MR. JUSTICE P.K.  BALASUBRAMANYAN

For Petitioner(s)             Mr. R.C. Kohli,Adv.(NP)

For Respondent(s)             Mr.Ajay Majithia,Adv.

                                             Mr. Manish Jain, Adv.

                              Dr. Kailash Chand,Adv.

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                               O R D E R 

                              Even on the second call, none appears on behalf of the petitione
r.

                              The transfer petition is dismissed in terms of the signed order.

                (Meenu Sethi)                                                      (Pushap Lat
a Bhardwaj)

                 Court Master                                                           Court 
Master

                                             Signed order is placed on the file



                                          IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                                          CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

                                      TRANSFER PETITION(C) No. 163/2005 

Mamatha                                                                             ...    Pet
itioner

                                                                  VERSUS

P. Niranjan Reddy                                                                   ...    Res
pondent

                                                                  O R D E R

                  Even on the second call, none appears on behalf of the petitioner.

                  A statement has been made in paragraph (1) of the counter affidavit that the

matter   pending   before   the   Family   Court   at   Pune   is   at   an   advanced   stage
   i.e.   the

evidence is concluded and it is at the stage of final arguments. In this view of the matter,

we are not inclined to exercise our discretionary power under Article 25 of the Code of

Civil Procedure. The transfer petition is dismissed accordingly.

                                    ........................J.

                                                                               ( S.B.SINHA )

                                                                                              
  ........................J.

( P.K.BALASUBRAMANYAN )

New Delhi,

November 11, 2005.


