¢I TEM NO 71 Court No. 10 SECTI ON XVI A
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
TRANSFER PETITION (CIVIL.) NO(s). 822 OF 2009
SM TAKSHI ROY Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
ANI RBAN ROY Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln(s) for stay and office report )

I.A. No. 2 (appln. under Section 340 CR P.C. For initiating Crl.
Proceedi ngs agai nst the petitioner for perjury)

Date: 16/11/2009 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE V. S. Sl RPURKAR
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE B. SUDERSHAN REDDY
For Petitioner(s) M. Mirali Kaushik, Adv. for
M S. Karanjawal a & Co.
For Respondent (s) Ms. Nitya Ramakrishnan, Adv.
M. Trideep Pais, Adv.
M. N khil Nayyar, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
The Transfer Petition is allowed in terns of signed
order.
No orders on |I.A No. 2.
(Par deep Kunar) (Shashi Bala Vij)
Court Master Court Master
[ SIGNED ORDER | S PLACED ON THE FI LE ]
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
ClVIL ORI G NAL JURI SDI CTI ON
TRANSFER PETI TION (C) NO. 822 OF 2009
SM TAKSHI ROY ... PETI TI ONER
VERSUS
ANl RBAN ROY .. . RESPONDENT
ORDER
1. This transfer petition has been filed by the petitioner-

wife seeking transfer of Special Marriage Act Petition No. 6 of



2008, titled Anirban Roy Vs. Smitakshi Roy fromthe Court of

| earned Additional District Judge, Tis Hazari Courts, Delhi to an
appropriate District Court/Cvil Court at Anand, Gujarat.

2. We have heard | earned counsel appearing for the parties and
gone through the petition.

3. This Transfer Petition is for transfer of aforesaid natter
to the concerned court at Anand, Qujarat. However, Ms. Nitiya
Ramakri shnan, |earned counsel appearing for the respondent prays
that the matter nmay be transferred to Baroda. M. Mirali Kaushik,
| earned counsel appearing for the petitioner has no objection if

the matter is transferred to the appropriate Court at Baroda,

GQuj ar at .
4. Consi dering the facts and circunstances of this case, we
deem it proper to transfer Special Marriage Act Petition No. 6 of

2008, titled Anirban Roy Vs. Smitakshi Roy pending in the Court

2
of learned Additional District Judge, Tis Hazari Courts, Delhi to
the court of District Judge, Baroda, Cujarat who may hear the
petition either hinmself or assign the same to a court of conpetent
jurisdiction. Ordered accordi ngly. W hope t hat t he pr esent
matter being a matrinonial dispute, shal | be disposed of as early
as possi bl e.

5. The Transfer Petition is allowed accordingly.

[ B SUDERSHAN REDDY ]
NEW DELHI
NOVEMBER 16, 2009.



