
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH

T.A. No.290 of 2014                   

Date of Decision.03.03.2015

Ranjit Kaur .......Petitioner

Versus

Jaswinder Singh ......Respondent

Present: Mr.Arun Takhi, Advocate 

for the petitioner.

Mr. Kuljit Singh, Advocate 

for the respondent.

CORAM:HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K. KANNAN

1. Whether  Reporters  of  local  papers  may  be  allowed  to  see  the

judgment ? 

2. To be referred to the Reporters or not ? 

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest? 

-.-

K. KANNAN J. (ORAL)

1. The  petition  for  transfer  may  not  be  necessary  for

prosecution particularly in view of the fact that the parties are reported

to have filed a petition for divorce by mutual consent in the Court at

Hoshiarpur.  The petition is dismissed as not requiring any adjudication

in  view of  the subsequent  event  of  both  the  parties  having  filed  an

application for divorce by mutual consent.

2. The petitioner is at liberty to approach this Court seeking

for modification of this order if such averment made by the respondent,

for which proof is also offered, is brought under challenge which can

vitiate the proceedings before the Court at Hoshiarpur.

(K. KANNAN)

  JUDGE 

March 03, 2015 
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