| TEM NO. 46 COURT NO. 13 SECTI ON XVI A
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
I.A NO 3 IN TRANSFER PETITION (CIVIL.) NO(s). 6 OF 2009
BHUSHAN KUVAR MEEN Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
HARPREET KAUR @ MANSI MEEN Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln(s) for directions and office report)
Date: 12/11/2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE J. M PANCHAL
HON BLE MR JUSTICE H. L. GOKHALE
For Petitioner(s) Petitioner-In-Person (N P.)
For Respondent (s) Respondent - | n- Per son
UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Interlocutory Application is dismssed in

terns of the signed order.

(Neetu Sachdeva) (Sneh Lata Sharma)
Sr. P. A Court Master

(signed order is placed on the file)
IN THE SURPEME COURT OF | NDI A
CIVIL ORIG NAL JURI SDI CTI ON
I.A NO 3
I'N

TRANSFER PETITION (CIVIL.) NO(s). 6 OF 2009

BHUSHAN KUVAR MEEN Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
HARPREET KAUR @ MANSI MEEN Respondent ( s)
ORDER

M. Bhushan Kumar Meen had filed Transfer Petition
No. 6/ 2009, praying to transfer the case fromPatiala to
Del hi . However , t he said Transfer Petition

di sm ssed by an order dated 14.12.2009.

was



In the disposed of matter, the petitioner has again
filed 1. A No.3 of 2010 wherein prayer is nade to issue
directions to t he trial court for granting equa
opportunity to both the parties to | ead evi dence. Wen
the matter is called out, the petitioner, who appears in
person has not renai ned present whereas the respondent
who al so appears in person is present. The order dated
29. 4. 2010 shows that efforts were nade by the | earned
Judge for reconciliation between the parties and the
matter was adjourned to 15.5.2010. Agai n, on 15.5.2010
the petitioner did not remain present, and therefore,
t he case was required to be adjourned to 31.5.2010. On

-2 -
31.5.2010, the petitioner filed an application to bring

subsequent events on record and, therefore, the matter
was adjourned to 12.6.2010. The record further shows

that on 12.6.2010, the case was adjourned to 31.7.2010

for evidence of the respondent herein. The record does

not i ndi cate t hat t he | ear ned Judge is goi ng on
recordi ng t he evi dence of r espondent only and no
opportunity is gi ven to t he petitioner. Hence, t he

application has no substance. It fails and is dism ssed.
The respondent has nade a grievance that because of
non- cooperation of the petitioner, the Court has not
been abl e to di spose of t he case wi t hin t he time
sti pul at ed by this court and prays t hat appropriate
direction be given to the concerned court to dispose of
the case within the time to be stipulated by this Court.
Having regard to the facts of the case, the concerned
Court is requested to dispose of the case as early as
possi ble and preferably within six nmonths fromthe date

of the receipt of wit of this Court.

(J. M PANCHAL)



NEW DELH
NOVEMBER 12, 2010 (H L. GOKHALE)



