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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). 340-341 OF 2009

MALLENENI PRAVEENA                                     Petitioner(s)

                    VERSUS

MALLENENI RAVI KUMAR                                   Respondent(s)

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

Date: 03/11/2009     These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE R.V. RAVEENDRAN
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S. SINGHVI

For Petitioner(s)
                          Mr. T. Harish Kumar,Adv.

For Respondent(s)         Mr. G. Ramakrishna Prasad,Adv.
                          Mr. Suyodhan Byrapaneni, Adv.
                          Mr. Amar Pal, Adv.
                          Mohd. Wasay Khan, Adv.

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

                 The transfer petitions are allowed in terms of the
          signed order.

          (Pawan Kumar)                                 (M.S. Negi)
            AR-CUM-PS                                  Court Master
                  (signed order is placed on the file)
                   IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                  CIVIL ORIGINAL      JURISDICTION

                  TRANSFER PETITION(C) NO.340-341          OF 2009

MALLENENI PRAVEENA                                    ... PETITIONER

                         VERSUS

MALLENENI RAVI KUMAR                                    ...RESPONDENT

                         O R D E R

        These petitions for transfer are filed by the wife,
seeking transfer of the petitions filed by the husband for
divorce and custody of the minor child from Family Court,
Nellore,   Andhra   Pradesh    to    the    Principal    Judge,   Family
Court, Chennai, Tamil Nadu.
        The respondent opposes the transfer. Petitioner has
to look after her small twin children suffering from vision
deficiency. She has also stated that she finds it difficult
to travel from Chennai to Nellore.



        On the facts and circumstances, we consider this a
fit case for transfer. Accordingly, we allow the transfer
petitions and transfer case being F.C.O.P.No.407 of 2008
and F.C.O.P.No.430 of 2008 titled as Malleneni Ravi Kumar
vs.   Malleneni   Praveena    from    the    Family    Court,   Nellore,
Andhra Pradesh to the Family Court, Chenna, Tamil Nadu.

                                     ............................J.
                                     ( R.V. RAVEENDRAN )

                                     ............................J.
                                      ( G.S. SINGHVI)
NEW DELHI,
NOVEMBER 03, 2009.


