\ 2001 TEM NO. 51 COURT NO. 11 SECTI ON XVI A
SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
TRANSFER PETITION (CIVIL.) NQ(s). 799 OF 2007
VI DYA BHARGAVA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

SHEKHAR BHARGAVA & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth office report )
Date: 07/07/2008 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE R V. RAVEENDRAN

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE LOKESHWAR SI NGH PANTA

For Petitioner(s) Mukul Rohatgi, Sr. Adv.
H L. Tiku, Sr. Adv.
Yashneet, Adv.

Ashok K. Mahaj an, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M S. Ganesh, Sr. Adv.
K. Seshachary, Adv.

R Ayyam Perumal , Adv.

SS5 5FSS

M. Shyam Di van, Sr. Adv.

M. Mani sh Sharma, Adv.

Ms. Mahima C. Shroff, Adv.
M. Chirag M Shroff , Adv

M. MS. Ganesh, Sr. Adv.

M. A Chandra Mhan, Adv.

Ms. T. Anam ka, Adv.
Ms. T. Anam ka , Adv

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Transfer petition is dismssed in terns of the signed order.

(Ravi P. Verm) (Anand Si ngh)
Court Master Court Master
[ Signed order is placed on the file]
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
ClVIL ORI G NAL JURI SDI CTI ON
TRANSFER PETI TION(C) NO. 799 OF 2007
VI DYA BHARGAVA PETI Tl ONER( S)

Ver sus

SHEKHAR BHARGAVA & ORS. ... RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER

The first respondent herein, who is the son of Late Kanhiyal al



Bhargava, has filed a petition for probate in regard to the WIIl allegedly
| eft by said Kanhiyalal Bhargava in the H gh Court of Madhya Pradesh
I ndore Bench. According to him he and the petitioner herein are the co-

executors of the WII.

2. The petitioner has filed this petition for transfer of the said
probat e proceedings fromthe H gh Court of Madhya Pradesh to Hi gh

Court of Del hi. It is not disputed that considerable properties of
Kanhi yal al Bhargava are situated at Indore. It is also not disputed that

the said WIl was executed at Indore and the attesting witnesses are from

I ndore. In fact, it is not the case of the petitioner that Kanhiyal a
Bhargava did not execute the said WII. However, according to the
petitioner, Kanhiyalal Bhargava executed a subsequent WIIl in favour of

a Public Trust and

that Public Trust has also filed a petition for probate. But we are not

concerned with the said proceedings.

3. Havi ng regard to the nature of the proceedings that are pending
in the H gh Court of Madhya Pradesh and the nature of contest by
petitioner, this is not a fit case for transfer fromlndore to Del hi. The

petition is dism ssed.

New Del hi; J.
July 07, 2008. ( LOKESHWAR S| NGH PANTA )



