| TEM NO. 5 COURT NO. 10 SECTI ON XVI A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

TRANSFER PETI TION (CRL.) NO(s). 281 OF 2004

VASUNDHARA ARAYANI Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

SANJAY KUVAR SASH Respondent ( s)

( Wth appln(s) for Stay and exenption fromfiling OT. )
WTH T.P. (C NO 742 of 2004

(Wth appln(s) for stay and exenption fromfiling O T. and office report)

Date: 11/03/2005 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE B. P. SINGH
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE ARUN KUMAR
For Petitioner(s) M. Shishir Pinaki, Adv.
M. Sanjay Jain, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Gaurav Agrawal, Adv.

M. Saurav Agrawal, Adv.

M. Prashant Kumar, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

The transfer petitions are rejected in terns of the signed orders.



(Sheet al Dhi ngra) (Vijay D
hawan)

Court Master Court Master

[ signed orders are placed on the file]

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CRIM NAL ORI G NAL JURI SDI CTI ON

TRANSFER PETI TION (Crl.)NO. 281 OF 2004

VASUNDHARA ARAYANI Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

SANJAY KUVAR SASHI Respondent ( s)

ORDER

We have heard counsel for the parties.

In t he pecul i ar facts and ci rcunst ances of this case, we ar
e not persuaded to

all ow the transfer petition.

The transfer petition is accordingly rejected.



(ARUN KUVAR)

New Del hi
March 11, 2005.

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

ClVIL ORI G NAL JURI SDI CTI ON
TRANSFER PETI TION (C) NO. 742 OF 2004
VASUNDHARA ARAYANI Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

SANJAY KUVAR SASHI Respondent ( s)

ORDER

We have heard counsel for the parties.

case,

we

ar

In the pecul i ar facts and ci rcunst ances of this
e not persuaded to
all ow the transfer petition.
The transfer petition is accordingly rejected.
......... J.
(B. P. SINGH)
......... J.

(ARUN KUMAR)



New Del hi

March 11, 2005.



