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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

TA No. 1073 of 2017 (O/M)
Date of decision : 30.4.2018

Sunil Ky wpar Petitioner
Versus

Neepa . Respondent

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:-  Mr. Chetan Kapoor, Advocate, for,
Mr. R K. Garg, Advocate,
for petitioner.

Mr. S.P. Soi, Advocate,
for respondent.

1. Whether the Reporters of local newspaper may be allowed to
see the judgment ?

To be referred to the Reporter or not.

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

N

KULDIP SINGH J. (ORAL)

Request for adjournment has been declined. I have gone
through the file.

Petitioner seeks transfer of petition, i.e. DMC/557/2016, titled
as Neena Versus Sunil Kumar, filed under Section 13 of Hindu Marriage
Act, 1955, pending in the Court of learned Additional District Judge,
Patiala, to a Court of competent jurisdiction at Ambala.

Perusal of petition shows that petitioner husband has moved a
complaint against wife at Women Cell, Rajpura. Petitioner is working in
Indian Railways. The case is now fixed for evidence of respondent. First of
all, the case is at advanced stage. The petitioner did not move this Court
when evidence of petitioner was being recorded. Now, when case is going

to mature shortly, there is no ground to transfer the case. Moreover,
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petitioner is working in Indian Railways and can easily commute from
Ambala to Patiala. The wife is settled at Patiala. The children are also
living with her. Therefore, there is no ground to transfer the petitioner from

Patiala Courts to Ambala Courts. Consequently, petition is dismissed.

(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE

30.4.2018
sjks

Whether speaking / reasoned ; Yes/ No

Whether Reportable : Yes/No



