% TEM NO 51 COURT NO. 9 SECTI ON XVI A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

TRANSFER PETITION (CIVIL.) NOQ(s). 1153 OF 2009

SWATI RAHUL KUVAR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

RAHUL ARUN KUMAR Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for stay and office report ))

Dat e: 09/ 04/ 2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE V. S. SI RPURKAR
HON BLE DR JUSTI CE MJKUNDAKAM SHARVA

For Petitioner(s) Anshuman Si nha, Adv.
Vijay Kumar Pandey, Adv.
Aj ay Vi kram Si ngh, Adv.
M K. M chael , Adv.

For Respondent (s) Mahesh Tiwari, Adv.
Bi shnu Tiwari, Adv.
V. Sushant, Adv.
S.N Tiwari, Adv.

Kai | ash Chand, Adv.

YSS55 5555

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
The transfer petitionis allowed in terns of the
si gned order.
(Shashi Sar een) (Shashi Bala Vij)
Court Master Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CIVIL ORIG NAL JURI SDI CTI ON

TRANSFER PETITION (C) No. 1153 OF 2009
SWATI RAHUL KUMVAR C. Petitioner (s)
Ver sus
RAHUL ARUN KUMAR .. Respondent ( s)
ORDER
1. The present Transfer Petition has been filed seeking

transfer of Marriage Petition No. 368 of 2007 titled Swati

Rahul Kumar Vs. Rahul Arun Kumar pending in the Court of



| earned Civil Judge (Senior Division), Thane, Mnbai to the
court of learned Principal Judge, Family Court, Karkardoons,

Del hi .

2. Consi dering the overall situation, we deemit proper
to transfer Marriage Petition No. 368 of 2007 titled Swati
Rahul Kunmar Vs. Rahul Arun Kumar pending in the Court of

| earned Civil Judge (Senior Division), Thane, Mnbai to the

court of learned District Judge, Delhi who may try the suit

hi msel f or assign the same for di sposal to a court
competent jurisdiction. Ordered accordingly.
3. The Transfer Petition is allowed accordingly.
................... J.
(V. S. SI RPURKAR)
.................... J.
( Dr . MUKUNDAKAM SHARMA)
New Del hi ,
April 09, 2010.
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CIVIL ORI G NAL JURI SDI CTI ON
TRANSFER PETITION (C) NO 633 OF 2009
REJI R ... PETI TI ONER
VERSUS
SUNI L KUWAR K. . . . RESPONDENT
ORDER
1. This transfer petition has been filed by the petitioner-
wi fe seeking transfer of HMA. Petition No. 229 of 2009, titled
Sunil Kumar K. Vs. Reji R, fromthe Court of |earned Additional
District Judge, Kar kar doonmms, Del hi to t he Fam |y

Thiruval l a, Pathananthitta District, Kerala.

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

3. Consi dering the facts and circunstances of this case and

| ooking to the convenience of the wife, we deemit proper to

transfer HMA. Petition No. 229 of 2009, titled Sunil Kumar K

of

Court,



Vs. Rej i R, pendi ng before the Court of | ear ned Addi ti ona
District Judge, Kar kar doonms, Del hi to t he District Judge
Pat hanant hitta District, Kerala who may hear the petition either

hi nsel f or assign the sanme to a court of conpetent jurisdiction

Ordered accordingly.

4, The Transfer Petition is allowed accordingly.

[ DEEPAK VERMA ]



