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                       IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
                         CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION
                   TRANSFER PETITION (CIVIL) NO.77 OF 2013

GURPREET KAUR                                     ...Petitioner(s)

                              VERSUS

AMOLAK SINGH                                       ...Respondent(s)

                                  O R D E R

            Perused office report dated 02.04.2013.

            Learned counsel for the petitioner says that due to the mistake
of her office, notice could not be sent to  the  petitioner  for  effecting
service upon the respondent.
            In view of the statement of the  learned  counsel,  we  do  not
consider it proper to vacate the interim order in terms of the  pre-emptory
nature of the direction given by this Court and order that fresh notice  be
issued to the respondent, returnable on 10.05.2013.  Dasti, in addition, is
permitted.
            It is needless to say that if the  petitioner  fails  to  serve
notice upon the respondent before the next date  of  hearing,  the  interim
order granted by this Court  shall  stand  automatically  vacated  and  the
transfer petition shall stand dismissed without further  reference  to  the
Court.

                                                 .........................J.
                                                              (G.S. SINGHVI)

                                                  ........................J.
                                                             (KURIAN JOSEPH)
NEW DELHI,
APRIL 8, 2013.
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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). 77 OF 2013

GURPREET KAUR                                     Petitioner(s)
                 VERSUS
AMOLAK SINGH                                      Respondent(s)

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

Date: 08/04/2013  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S. SINGHVI
        HON’BLE MR JUSTICE KURIAN JOSEPH

For Petitioner(s)       Ms.Jaikriti S.Jadeja, Adv.
                     Mr. Balaji Srinivasan, Adv.
For Respondent(s)



           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                               O R D E R

            Perused office report dated 02.04.2013.
            Learned counsel for the petitioner says that due to the mistake
of her office, notice could not be sent to  the  petitioner  for  effecting
service upon the respondent.
            In view of the statement of the  learned  counsel,  we  do  not
consider it proper to vacate the interim order in terms of the  pre-emptory
nature of the direction given by this Court and order that fresh notice  be
issued to the respondent, returnable on 10.05.2013.  Dasti, in addition, is
permitted.
            It is needless to say that if the  petitioner  fails  to  serve
notice upon the respondent before the next date  of  hearing,  the  interim
order granted by this Court  shall  stand  automatically  vacated  and  the
transfer petition shall stand dismissed without further  reference  to  the
Court.

    (Satish K.Yadav)                              (Phoolan Wati Arora)
      Court Master                                    Court Master
                 ( Signed order is placed on the file )


