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SS=

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Tr ansf er petition is al | owed in terns of t he
signed order. HMA No.106/2010 titled K. Shesh Kunar Vs.
Madhavi pendi ng before Court of District Judge, Panchkul a
(Har yana) is order ed to be transferred to t he Fam |y
Court, Hyderabad. The Fanmily Court is directed to ensure
m ni mal adj ournnents, to avoid unnecessary trips by the
respondent.

( Ravi P. Verma ) ( MS. Negi )
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 917 OF 2010

MADHAVI PETI TI ONER
Ver sus
K. SHESH KUMMAR RESPONDENT

ORDER

This petition is filed by the wife for transfer of a

di vorce petition filed under Section 13 of t he H ndu

Marri age Act, 1955 by t he husband from t he Court

Di strict Judge, Panchkula (Haryana) to Court of Sr. Cvil



Judge, Huzurabad, Distt. Karim Nagar (A P.).

2. The petitioner alleges that she is staying with her
nmot her and is dependent on her; that she has at present no
source of incone; that she apprehends threat to her life at
Panchkul a and that there is nobody in the famly who could

acconpany her to Panchkula to defend the petition

3. The r espondent has opposed t he petition. He

poi nted out that petitioner is educated. It is not disputed

t hat petitioner was wor ki ng in I nf osys, Hyder abad
recently. The petition shows that the petitioner's fanily

has a house at Hyderabad and several friends. On the facts
and ci rcumst ances, we consi der this a fit case

transfer. The transfer should, however, be to a nmutually
conveni ent place, that is Hyderabad.
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4. Accordingly, transfer petition is al | owed. HVA
No. 106/ 2010 titled K. Shesh Kumar Vs. Madhavi pendi ng
before Court of Di strict Judge, Panchkul a (Har yana) is

ordered to be transferred to the Fam |y Court, Hyderabad.
The Fam |y Court is directed to ensure m ni mal

adj ournnments, to avoid unnecessary trips by the respondent.

New Del hi; J.
February 28, 2011. ( A K PATNAI K )
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