
z
 T.P.(C) No. 665 OF 2003

ITEM No.42                   Court No. 1                  SECTION XVIA
                                                          A/N MATTER 

                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.665 of 2003

 TINA SINGH                                                Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

 ANILJIT SINGH                                             Respondent (s)

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

  Date : 05/01/2004 This  Petition  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE                         
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.B. SINHA                    
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.H. KAPADIA                                                   
                  

  For Petitioner (s)Mr. S.Y. Chitale, Adv.
Ms. Manali Singhal, Adv.
Ms. Bhavna Gupta, Adv.
Mr. Abhijat P. Medh,Adv.

  For Respondent (s)Mr. M.L. Verma, Sr.Adv.
Mr. L.K. Bhushan, Adv.
Mr. Amit Dhingra, Adv.
                    

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

The transfer petition is allowed.

[ Alka Dudeja ]       [ Janki Bhatia ]
           Court Master         Court Master

[Signed order is placed on the file.]

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

   Transfer Petition (Civil) No.665 of 2003

 TINA SINGH                                                Petitioner (s)



                              VERSUS

 ANILJIT SINGH                                             Respondent (s)

O R D E R

Heard learned counsel for the parties.
We are satisfied that the petitioner has made out a case for transfer of the case from Tis Haz
ari Civil Court, Delhi to the Family Court, Mumbai.
We, accordingly, direct that H.M.A. No.Nil of 2003, titled Aniljit Singh Vs. Tina Singh @ Urmi
t Aniljit Singh, pending before the Additional District and Sessions Judge, Tis Hazari, Delhi 
shall stand transferred to the Family Court at Mumbai.  
The respondent’s counsel contends that the respondent apprehends danger to his life if the cas
e is transferred to Mumbai.  We do not express any opinion on the submission of the learned co
unsel.  In case the respondent has any threat apprehension, he is at liberty to move to approp
riate Court for his security.
The transfer petition is accordingly allowed.  

....................CJI.

......................J.
          (S.B. Sinha)

......................J.
                                   (S.H. Kapadia)
  New Delhi,
  January 05, 2004.

 




