A*
ITEM NO. 25 Court No. 6 SECTION I

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).3936/2011

(From the judgement and order dated 09/03/2011 in WPCRL No0.1085/2010, of
The HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT N. DELHI)

AMIT BHANDARI AND ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF NCT OF DELHI AND ORS. Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for stay and exem. from filing O.T. and office report ))
(For final disposal)

with

TP(C) No. 1115 of 2012
(with office report)

(For final disposal)

TP(Crl.) No. 311 of 2012)

(with appln. for stay and permission to appear and argue in person and
office report)

(For final disposal)

SLP(Crl.) No. 3509 of 2012

with applIn. for stay and permission to appear and argue in person
modification of court’s order and office report)

(For final disposal)

SLP(Crl.) No. 1416-1417 of 2012

with appln. for ex-parte stay and exem. from filing c/c of the impugned
judgment and exem. from filing O.T. and permission to appear and argue in
person modification of court’s order and permission to file addl. documents
and office report)

(For final disposal)

Date: 29/10/2013 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIKRAMAJIT SEN

For Petitioner(s) Petitioner-In-Person

For Respondent(s) Mr. B.Chahar, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Yatinder Choudhary, Adv.
Mr. Satya Siddiquie, Adv.
Mr. Prashant Shukla, Adv.
Ms. D.S.Mahra, Adv.
Mr. S.K.Mishra, Adv.
Mrs Anil Katiyar,Adv.

MS. Geeta Luthra, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Pramod Kumar Dubey, Adv.
Mrs. Priya Puri ,Adv
Mr. Rohit Sharma, adv.
Mr.Sagar Singhal, Adv.
Mr. Shiv Chopra, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
ORDER



SLP(Crl.) No. 3936 of 2011:

Heard.

We see no reason to interfere with the impugned order. The
special leave petition is dismissed. We however leave it open to the
petitioners to urge all questions on facts and in law before the
competent Court at the stage of framing of charges.

T.P.(C) 1115 of 2012 and T.P.(Crl.) No. 311 of 2012:

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

SLP(Crl.) No. 3509 of 2012 and SLP(Crl.) No. 1416-1417 of
2012:

Ms.Geeta Luthra, learned senior counsel for the respondent
seeks time to file counter affidavit. She may do the needful within
four weeks. Rejoinder, if any, be filed within four weeks thereafter.

Post for hearing on 18.02.2014 at 2.00 P.M.

|(Shashi Sareen) | |(Veena Khera) |

|Court Master | |Court Master |

(Signed order is placed on the file)

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CIVIL/CRIMINAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

TRANSFER PETITION (C) No. 1115 OF 2012

AND

TRANSFER PETITION (CRL.) No. 311 of 2012

|AMIT BHANDARI |...| Petitioner(s) |
|

Versus |

|DEEKSHA SETHI |.| Respondent(s) |
I

ORDER



Heard.

We see no reason to direct transfer of the pending maintenance
case from Delhi to Pune as prayed for especially when the respondent
is unable to maintain herself and despite the order passed by the
trial court directing maintenance @ ‘ 7,500/- p.m. not a penny has
been paid to her till date. The transfer petitions are accordingly
dismissed. We would however add that keeping in view the medical
condition of the petitioner the trial court may consider providing
legal aid to the petitioner if a request

for the same is made by him in accordance with the prevailing Rules.

....................... J.
(T.S.THAKUR)

....................... J.
(VIKRAMAJIT SEN)

New Delhi,
October 29, 2013



