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1 
IN THE HON’BLE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

CRIMINAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

TRANSFER PETITION (CRIMINAL) NO 225 OF 2020 

RHEA CHAKRABORTY       …PETITIONER 

VERSUS 

STATE OF BIHAR & ORS                    …RESPONDENTS 

WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS ON BEHALF OF THE PETITIONER 

The Petitioner has filed the present Transfer Petition under Section 406 of the 
Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 (“CrPC”) seeking inter alia the transfer of Case 
No. 4046 of 2020 pending before the Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate 3, Patna 
Sadar at Patna and arising out of FIR No. 241 of 2020 registered at PS Rajeev 
Nagar, Patna to Addl. Chief Metropolitan Magistrate, Bandra, Mumbai (“ACMM”) 
who exercises jurisdiction over Bandra Police station wherein the cause of action 
has wholly arisen.  

KEY LIST OF DATES: 

14.06.2020 The deceased, Sushant Singh Rajput committed suicide at his 
Bandra residence, Mumbai. Accordingly, Mumbai police 
registered an “Unnatural Death Report” after which 
investigation has commenced and is ongoing under the 
jurisdiction of the ACMM, Bandra, Mumbai. 
 

18.06.2020 Statement of the Petitioner was recorded at Bandra Police 
Station, Mumbai. 
 

25.07.2020 The deceased’s father i.e. Respondent No. 2 has lodged a 
complaint after 41 days of the incident at Rajeev Nagar Police 
Station, Patna and the FIR was registered. Thereafter, the case 
was forwarded to the Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate 3, 
Patna Sadar at Patna 
 

28.07.2020 A 4 member team was deployed to Mumbai by Bihar Police.  

29.07.2020 Aggrieved, the Petitioner filed the instant Transfer Petition. 

04.08.2020 Bihar Government accorded consent for investigation by CBI. 

05.08.2020 The instant Petition was first listed and heard before this 
Hon’ble Court. 

05.08.2020 UOI accepted the request for FIR to be investigated by CBI. 

08.08.2020 The Enforcement Directorate registered a case for investigation 
under the Prevention of Money laundering Act, 2002. Petitioner 
was summoned in Mumbai wherein she was questioned for 
several hours. 
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SUBMISSION 1: THE INSTANT TRANSFER PETITION IS MAINTAINABLE 

 
i. It is submitted that the word ‘case’ as used within Section 406 of CrPC has 

been similarly used  in various other provisions within CrPC including the 
definitions of ‘cognizable offence’ in Section 2(c) and ‘non-cognizable offence’ in 
Section 2(l) and in Sections 56 & 57 of CrPC which relates to pre-cognizance 
stage. Further, Section 156 which pertains to a police officer’s power to 
investigate into a cognizable offence uses the term ‘case’. Therefore, the above 
illustrations from the CrPC itself, clearly indicate that the meaning ascribed to 
the word ‘case’ in Section 406 of CrPC cannot be restricted to ‘case after 
cognizance’ and includes ‘FIR’ as well. Hence, the instant petition fits well within 
the scope of Section 406 of CrPC. 
 

ii. Once a report is forwarded to a Magistrate under Section 157 of the CrPC, the 
concerned court assumes jurisdiction over the said case and the formal case 
registered before such court is amenable to transfer under Section 406 CrPC. 
The purpose of forwarding a report under Section 157 is to ensure judicial 
oversight over investigations by a court and hence demonstrates judicial 
exercise over the case. [The State of Karnataka  vs. Moin Patel, (1996) 8 
SCC 167, Para 16] 

 
iii. It is submitted that the maintainability of the instant Petition remains unaffected 

by the decision of this Hon’ble Court in the case of Dr. Ram Chander Singh 
Sagar v. State of Tamil Nadu & Anr, (1978) 2 SCC 35. The said decision does 
not in any manner impede the powers of this Hon’ble Court as far as 
transferring FIRs’ from one State to another under Section 406 of CrPC is 
concerned. The said decision also does not provide any reason or rationale for 
coming to the conclusion it does. In fact, this Hon’ble Court despite the same 
has allowed transfer of complaints / FIRs other cases including: 

 
a. Fajlor Rahman Alias Mohamod Fajloo Alias Raju & Ors v. State of 

Punjab & Anr (2006) 9 SCC 714 
 

b. Premkumar & Ors  v. State of Kerala (2008) 17 SCC 264 
 

c. L.N Agarwal v. Meerajuddin N. Patel & Anr (TP [Crl] No. 172 of 2007) 
 

d. Swami Ram Dev v. Shyam Rajak and Other Matters ( TP [Crl] No. 175-
178 of 2014, Nos. 37-39 of 2015, Nos. 22-25 of 2015) 
 

e. Smt. Afsana v. State of NCT Delhi (TP [Crl] No. 95 of 2018) 
 

f. Shubra Shahi v. Bharat Rai & Anr (TP [Crl] No. 276-277 of 2019) 
 
Therefore, it is humbly submitted that there arises no reason in the instant matter 
for this Hon’ble Court to refuse such prayer.  
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SUBMISSION 2: THE COURTS IN BIHAR DO NOT EXERCISE LAWFUL 

JURISDICTION IN THE INSTANT MATTER 

 

i. Section 177 of CrPC categorically states that the case should be investigated 
into and be dealt with by the court where the offence has been committed. Even 
on a reading of the FIR, no part of the offence has taken place in Bihar. Even 
the FIR alleges that all acts have happened only in Mumbai and as such Patna 
(Bihar) has only been mentioned owing to the Complainant’s residence being at 
Patna. 
 

ii. Section 179 of CrPC has been misconstrued to usurp jurisdiction in Bihar under 
political pressure. Example of offence for the purpose of Section 179 can be - a 
case of a cheque issued in Maharashtra, and returned unpaid on being 
deposited in Bihar. Section 179 reads as follows: 
 

“When an act is an offence by reason: 
(i) of anything which has been done and 
(ii) of a consequence which has ensued, the offence may be inquired into 

or tried by a Court within whose local jurisdiction such thing has 
been done or such consequence has ensued.” 

 
A plain reading of the subject FIR is clearly indicative of the fact that no such 
consequence of such alleged act has ensued within the State of Bihar. 
 

iii. The maximum that may be done in such instance, is for the FIR to be registered 
as a “Zero FIR” and the same may be forwarded to the Police Station having 
jurisdiction over the matter. 
 

iv. It may also be noted that despite the Enforcement Directorate (“ED”) having 
purportedly registered a case for investigation under the Prevention of Money 
laundering Act, 2002 by filing ECIR/MBZO/-I/31/2020 on the basis of the 
predicate offences in FIR registered at Patna, the Petitioner was served with a 
summon from ED Zonal Office at Mumbai and she had participated in such 
investigation by visiting the ED, Mumbai office where she was interrogated for 
hours on 8.8.2020. 

 
v. It is also submitted that the word ‘ordinarily’ as appearing within Section 177 of 

CrPC must be given its natural meaning. Such provisions emanates from the 
doctrine that all crimes are local and thus in the instant case where it was clear 
that the entire cause of action has arisen within the jurisdiction of ACMM, 
Mumbai, no other court can be said to exercise lawful jurisdiction.  

 
vi. As noted by this Hon’ble Court in Lalita Kumari v. State of U.P (2014) 2 SCC 

1, compulsory registration of a FIR is for the purpose of ensuring judicial 
oversight as well. Under Section 157 of CrPC, the police officer is required to 
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forward a report to the Magistrate. Thus, the information must not only be 
brought to the knowledge of the proper investigating agency but also the 
Magistrate, who in the instant case would be ACMM, Mumbai who exercises 
lawful jurisdiction in the matter.  

 
SUBMISSION 3: TRANSFER OF INVESTIGATION TO CBI AT THE BEHEST OF 

BIHAR POLICE IS WHOLLY WITHOUT JURISDICTION 

 

i. Admittedly, the case registered by the Bihar Police was transferred to the CBI 
for the reasons of a) ‘sensitivity’ and b) ‘inter-state ramifications’. The concept of 
sensitivity is alien to criminal jurisprudence. There is not even a remote whisper 
of any material to support the theory of ‘inter-state ramification’. The offence if at 
all, as alleged is completely within the jurisdiction of Mumbai even as per the 
ED.  
 

ii. The said transfer has been undertaken solely with the motive of rendering the 
instant petition infructuous. The Petitioner submits that legal maxim sublato 
fundamento cadit opus squarely applies in the instant case in as much as the 
purportedly commenced investigation is the foundation of the CBI case against 
the Petitioner which if found to be without jurisdiction, would cause the entire 
case of CBI and ED as well to be deemed as being wholly without jurisdiction.  

 
iii. It is submitted that the investigations in Bihar are totally illegal and such illegal 

proceedings cannot be transferred to CBI in the present manner by way of 
illegal executive orders. The Petitioner has no objection if the transfer of 
investigation to CBI is done in exercise of powers conferred upon this Hon’ble 
Court under Article 142 of the Constitution of India. Otherwise, the present 
transfer from Bihar Police to CBI as is done is totally without jurisdiction and 
contrary to law. 

 
iv. It is further submitted that as per Section 6 of the Delhi Special Police 

Establishment Act, 1946 (“DSPE Act”), the consent of the State Government is 
necessary for any member of Delhi Special Police Establishment to exercise 
powers and jurisdiction in a case. Therefore, the proper “State Government” 
required to provide its consent shall be the state government who ordinarily 
exercises jurisdiction in the concerned investigation.  

 
v. It is submitted that based on the above reading of the Section, it is amply clear 

that the State of Bihar which ordinarily also exercised no jurisdiction to 
investigate the subject FIR could not have been the proper authority for 
providing the requisite consent as needed under the said provision. Thus, the 
consent by State of Bihar under Section 6 is bad in law and was given merely to 
render the present Petition infructuous.  
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SUBMISSION 4: FIR DOES NOT DISCLOSE ANY COGNIZABLE OFFENCE 

i. In any case, a perusal of the FIR would indicate that no cognizable offence has 
been made out even on the facts and circumstances mentioned in the FIR. The 
averments in the FIR in no manner indicate how the alleged actions of the 
Petitioner led to the suicide of the deceased. 
 

ii. Moreover, the FIR contains various contradictions in as much as while alleging 
that the Petitioner wrongfully restrained and confined the deceased and cut-off 
the deceased from his family, the FIR itself mentions that immediately prior to 
the incident of 14.06.2020, one of the sister of the deceased stayed with him. 

 
iii. Thus, the very registration of an FIR basis such contrary facts and baseless 

allegations without any substance demonstrate the illegality of the entire 
process. Hence, it is humbly submitted that in such circumstances, no transfer 
to CBI is mandated our made out and the allegation if any, ought to be 
investigated under the jurisdiction / supervision of the competent court in 
Mumbai. 

 

Therefore, in view of the foregoing submissions made on behalf of the Petitioner, it 
is humbly prayed that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to grant the reliefs as 
sought by the Petitioner through the instant Transfer Petition.  

        

FILED THROUGH  

MALAK MANISH BHATT 

ADVOCATE FOR PETITIONER 

DATE: 13.08.2020 

PLACE: NEW DELHI 
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NITEM NO.45                 COURT NO.3                  SECTION XVIA

         SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
             RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

TRANSFER PETITION (CRL.) NO.172 OF 2007

L.N.AGARWAL                                        Petitioner(s)

               VERSUS

MEERAJUDDIN N.PATEL & ANR.                                   Respondent(s)

[With appln(s) for ad-interim ex-parte stay and office report]

Date: 24/03/2008 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
   HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ASHOK BHAN
   HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE DALVEER BHANDARI

For Petitioner(s) Ms. Smriti Sinha, Adv.for
                         Mr. Vikas Mehta, Adv.

For Respondent No.1         Mr. K. Maruthi Rao, Adv. for
                            Mrs. Anjani Aiyagari, Adv.

                  No.2      Ms. Anitha Shenoy, Adv.

       UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                 ORDER

              The Transfer Petition is allowed in terms of the signed order.

         (Parveen Kr. Chawla)                                  (Anand Singh)
             Court Master                                       Court Master
                [Signed Order is placed on the File]
            IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

            CRIMINAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

            TRANSFER PETITION(CRL.) NO.172 OF 2007

L.N.Agarwal                                             ..Petitioner

                   versus

Meerajuddin N.Patel etc. etc.                           ..Respondents

                            ORDER

         These Transfer Petitions have been filed under Section 406 Cr.P.C.

seeking transfer of three cases (i) FIR No. 157/2006 dated 31.10.2006 titled

Meerajuddin N.Patel vs. L.N.Agarwal, pending in the Court of the Principal Chief

Judicial Magistrate, Bidar, Karnataka (ii) FIR No. 67/03 titled L.N.Agarwal vs.
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Meerajuddin N.Patel & Anr., pending in the court of the Judicial Magistrate, First

Class, Humnabad as CC No.74/2003 and (iii) Criminal Complaint Case No. 762/03

titled L.N.Agarwal vs. Meerajuddin N. Patel pending in the court of Judicial

Magistrate, First Class, Humnabad, District Bidar, Karnataka from Karnataka to

any other State.

         State of Karnataka has not filed counter affidavit despite time.

         Having heard learned counsel for the parties and having gone through the

transfer petition and counter affidavit, we deem it appropriate to transfer the

aforesaid cases from the State of Karnataka to Hyderabad, Andhra Pradesh.
TRANSFER PETITION (CRL.) NO.172 OF 2007

                            -2-

         We order accordingly.

         The District Judge, Bidar (Karnataka) is directed to transmit forthwith

the entire record relating to the aforesaid three cases to the District Judge,

Hyderabad(Andhra Pradesh), who on receipt of the same may assign these cases to a

court of competent jurisdiction and dispose them of together.

         The Transfer Petition is allowed accordingly.

                                     ............................J.
                                     [ASHOK BHAN]

NEW DELHI;                           .............................J.
MARCH 24, 2008.                                      [DALVEER BHANDARI]
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V                                                  1

                                IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
                                CRIMINAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

                         TRANSFER PETITION (CRL.) NOS.175-178 OF 2014

     SWAMI RAM DEV                                          ..PETITIONER(S)

                                                       VERSUS

     SHYAM RAJAK ETC.                                      ..RESPONDENT(S)

                                               W I T H

                          TRANSFER PETITION (CRL.) NOS.37-39 OF 2015

     BABA RAM DEV                                           ..PETITIONER(S)

                                                       VERSUS

     ENGG.RAMSWARTH SAH ETC.ETC.                           ..RESPONDENT(S)

                                         A N D    W I T H

                          TRANSFER PETITION (CRL.) NOS.22-25 OF 2015

     YOG GURU BABA RAMDEV                                   ..PETITIONER(S)

                                                       VERSUS

     LALAN RAM ETC.ETC.                                    ..RESPONDENT(S)

                                              O R D E R

Signature Not Verified

     1.
Digitally signed by
Ramana Venkata Ganti
Date: 2015.08.24
                          These Transfer Petitions are filed under Section
15:38:15 IST
Reason:

     406 of the Criminal Procedure Code, 1973 read with Order

     XXXVI               of   the   Supreme    Court     Rules   for   transfer   of
                                  2

Complaints/First Information Reports pending before the

Court of learned Magistrates’ and various Police Stations

across the country.

2.         We   are   informed   that   the   first   complaint   was

filed by one Shri Shyam Rajak, respondent No.1-herein,

1520
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before the Chief Judicial Magistrate, Patna in Complaint

Case No.26465 of 2014.

3.         The petitioner in the transfer petitions before

us requests to transfer the following cases to the Chief

Judicial    Magistrate,     Lucknow     or    any   other   competent

Court, as this Court deems fit:

     "(i) transfer all complaints relating to or
     arising out of the complaints based on the press
     conference   held  on   25.04.2014   as   also   the
     Complaints pending before (i) Chief Judicial
     Magistrate, Patna being Complaint Case No.26465 of
     2014 (Shyam Rajak Vs. Baba Ramdev) under Sections
     354 IPC and 4,3 (10(11) of the Scheduled Cases and
     Scheduled Tribes (Prevention of Atrocities) Act,
     1989 (ii)Chief Judicial Magistrate, Moradabad
     being Complaint Case No.6240/14 (Rameshwar Dayal
     Tauriah Vs. Baba Ram Dev) u/s.153(B), 295(A), 298,
     500,   509   IPC  and   SC/ST   Act,    P.S.Majhola,
     Moradabad, (iii)Chief Judicial Magistrate Agra,
     being Complaint Case No.Nil/14 (Ramjilal Suman
     ’Vidhyarthi’ Vs. Baba Ram Dev) under Sections
     153(A)(B)(C),504,505(1)(B), 505(C),505(2) and 120
     B IPC, P.S.New Agra (iv)Additional Chief Judicial
     Magistrate, Agra, being Complaint Case No.M-28/14
     (Rajendra Kumar Kardam Vs. Baba Ram Dev) under
     Sections       153(A)(B)(C),       504,505(1)B),505
                         3

1(C),505(2) and 120 B IPC Section 3(1)(10) SC/ST
Act, 1989 P.S.Nai Ki Mandi Agra be transferred
either to Chief Judicial Magistrate, Lucknow or
any other competent court as this Hon’ble Court
may deem fit."

"(i) transfer all complaints relating to or
arising out of the complaints based on the press
conference   held  on   25.04.2014 as  also  the
Complaints pending before
(a) Chief Judicial Magistrate, Muzaffarpur, Bihar
being    Complaint    Case   No.1048    of   2014
(Enng.Ramswarth   Sah   Vs. Baba   Ramdev)  under
Sections 504, 506, 153(A), 124(B) Indian Penal
Code;
(b) Chief Judicial Magistrate, Dhanbad. Jharkhand
being Complaint Case No.931 of 2014 (Subbal
Ravidas Vs. Baba Ram Dev) under Section 3(1)(10)
SC/ST Act.
(c)   Chief   Judicial  Magistrate   First  Class,
Dhanbad,    Jharkhand    being    Complaint   Case
No.928/2014 (Bablu Das Vs. Baba Ram Dev u/s.3(1)
(10) SC/ST Act 1989 be transferred either to
Lucknow or any other competent court as this
Hon’ble Court may deem fit..."
"i. transfer all complaints relating to or arising
out   of   the   complaints  based  on  the   press
conference    held   on  25.04.2014  as  also   the
Complaints pending before :
a)   Chief Judicial Magistrate, Hazipur, Vaishali
being Complaint Case No.1226 of 2014 (Lalan Ram
Vs. Yog Guru Baba Ramdev) under Sections 121,
153(B), 294, 504 Indian Penal Code and 3(x)(xi)
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(xii) of SC/ST (P) Act dated 28.4.2014.
b)   Special Chief Judicial Magistrate, District
Kanpur City being Complaint Case NO.NIL/14 (Pankaj
Gautam Vs. Baba Ram Dev) u/s.Section 509 IPC and
3(1)(10)SC/ST Act, 1989 PS Kotwali, Kanpur City
dated 29.4.2014.
                                    4

     c)   Chief Judicial Magistrate, Badmer, being
     Complaint Case No.NIL/14 (Bharmal Ram Vs. Yog Guru
     Swami Ramdeo) u/s Section 295 A, 354 IPC and 3(1)
     (10) SC/ST Act, 1989 dated 29.4.2014.
     d)   Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate (SD),
     No.8, Jaipur City, being Complaint Case No.NIL/14
     (Ghanshyam Brijwashi Vs. Ramdev) u/s.Section 190
     Cr.P.C.,3(1)(10) SC/ST (Prevention of Atrocities)
     Act, 1989, Section 500, 501(B), 502(B), 504,
     505(B) and C, 505(2), 153-A, 171-C and 120-B IPC
     dated 30.4.2014, be transferred either to Lucknow
     or any other competent Court as this Hon’ble Court
     may deem fit;...."

4.        This    Court,    while        issuing   notice     to   the

respondents      on   09.05.2014,       had   passed   the   following

interim order:

          "Issue notice returnable in ten weeks.

          Dasti, in addition to the ordinary process,
     is permitted.

          Subject to petitioner’s depositing a sum of
     Rs.10/- Lacs (Rupees Ten Lakhs only) within two
     weeks in the Registry of this Court, further
     proceedings in complaints reference of which has
     been given in prayer clause (i) of the Transfer
     Petitions and complaints referred to in Annexures
     (A-1), (A-2), (A-3) and (A-6) of the compilation
     of additional documents shall remain stayed.

          It is clarified that issuance of notice shall
     not be construed in any manner as an expression of
     opinion on the merits of the complaints."
                                        5

5.        In    view   of    the       interim   order     passed      by   this

Court,    the   Complainant        -    Shyam    Rajak     was   not   present

before the learned Magistrate on 03.03.2015.                        Since the

Complainant was not present on that day, the Magistrate

has dismissed the complaint. It could be for the reason

that none of the parties to the complaint had brought to

the notice of the Court the interim orders passed by this

Court.     We neither find fault with the Complainant nor

with the learned Magistrate.                In our view, there is every

justification     for       the    Complainant       not    to   be    present
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before the learned Magistrate since there was already an

interim order passed by this Court. Therefore, in our

view, the order passed by the learned Magistrate requires

to be set aside and the Complaint Case No.26465 of 2014

requires to be restored. Accordingly, we do so.

6.        Since the petitioner seeks for transfer of all

the      complaints         pending         before       various       Courts/

Magistrates/ Police Stations, we deem it proper to order

for transfer of all the Complaint Cases/ FIRs to the

learned Chief Judicial Magistrate, Patna and direct him

to hold the trial.
                                        6

7.        Since     the     complainants            have     to      come    from

different   places        for    their       personal       appearance,      the

learned CJM would be liberal in granting exemptions, if

an    application     for        exemption          from     their     personal

appearance is filed.

8.        The   Registry        is    now    directed       to    transfer   the

amount which was deposited by the petitioner, along with

accrued   interest,       to    the     learned      CJM    at    Patna.     The

learned CJM will reimburse the aforesaid amount to the

complainants      towards       their    traveling         expenses    whenever

they appear before the Court.

9.        The     Complainant(s)            shall     appear       before     the

learned CJM, Patna on 21.09.2015.

10.       Till such time, the interim order(s) granted by

this Court, will enure to the benefit of the petitioner.
                                7

11.      With the aforesaid observations, these transfer

petitions are disposed of.

         Ordered accordingly.
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                                         ...........CJI.
                                            (H.L. DATTU)

                                         .............J.
                                           (ARUN MISHRA)

                                         .............J.
                                           (AMITAVA ROY)
NEW DELHI;
AUGUST 20, 2015
                                   8

ITEM NO.12                COURT NO.1                  SECTION XVIA

                S U P R E M E C O U R T O F       I N D I A
                        RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Transfer Petition(s)(Criminal)    No(s).    175-178/2014

SWAMI RAM DEV                                          Petitioner(s)

                                  VERSUS

SHYAM RAJAK ETC.                                       Respondent(s)

WITH T.P.(Crl.) Nos. 37-39/2015
(With appln.(s) for stay and )

 T.P.(Crl.) Nos. 22-25/2015
(With appln.(s) for stay and )

Date : 20/08/2015 These petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN MISHRA
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE AMITAVA ROY

For Petitioner(s)    Mr. Gaurav Kejriwal,Adv.
                     Mr.Keshav Mohan, Adv.
                     Ms.Amrita Narayan, Adv.
                     Mr.Amardeep Maini, Adv.

For Respondent(s)    Mr. Jay Savla,Adv.
                     Mr.Prabhat K.C.,Adv.
                     Ms.Renuka Sahu, Adv.
                     Mr.Ravi Mishra, Adv.

                      Mr. Debasis Misra,Adv.

                     Mr.Manoj Goreka, Adv.
                     Mr.Nagesh Gajghate, Adv.
                     Ms. Shashi Kiran,Adv.
                             9

     UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                        O R D E R

      The Transfer Petitions are disposed of, in terms of the
signed order.
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(G.V.Ramana)                                 (Vinod Kulvi)
  AR-cum-PS                                  Asstt.Registrar
      (Signed order is placed on the file)

2025
WWW.LIVELAW.IN



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CRIMINAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

TRANSFER PETITION (CRIMINAL) NO.95 OF 2018

SMT.AFSANA    ...Petitioner

                  VS.

STATE OF NCT OF DELHI & ORS.    ...Respondents

              O R D E R

Heard the learned counsel for the parties.

This petition has been filed under Section 406 of the

Code  of  Criminal  Procedure,  1908  for  transfer  of  Case

No.7424/2016 (S.C.No.31/15) in FIR No.356/15 titled State v.

Abid Khan & Anr. from the Additional Sessions Judge/Special

Fast Track Court, South District, Saket Court New Delhi to

the Court of the Sessions Judge, Faridabad, Haryana.

After having heard the learned counsel appearing for

the parties and taking into consideration the grounds taken

in the transfer petition, we direct transfer of transfer of

Case  No.7424/2016  (S.C.No.31/15)  in  FIR  No.356/15  titled

State  v.  Abid  Khan  &  Anr. from  the  Additional  Sessions

Judge/Special Fast Track Court, South District, Saket Court

New Delhi to the Court of the Sessions Judge, Faridabad,

Haryana.

Let the record of the case be transferred without

delay.

The Transfer Petition is allowed in the afore-stated

terms.

......................J.
         [ABHAY MANOHAR SAPRE]  

......................J.
            [NAVIN SINHA]          

New Delhi;
July 22, 2019.

1

Digitally signed by
ANITA MALHOTRA
Date: 2019.07.24
16:40:30 IST
Reason:

Signature Not Verified
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ITEM NO.29               COURT NO.6               SECTION XVI-A

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Transfer Petition(s)(Criminal)  No(s).  95/2018

AFSANA                                             Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

STATE OF NCT OF DELHI & ORS.                       Respondent(s)

(FOR ADMISSION and IA No.34559/2018-EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.) 
 
Date : 22-07-2019 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ABHAY MANOHAR SAPRE
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE NAVIN SINHA

For Petitioner(s) Mr. Raghavendra S. Srivatsa, AOR
Mr. Saurabh Agarwal,Adv.
Mr. Rahat Bansal,Adv.

                   
For Respondent(s) Mr. Piyush Beriwal,Adv.

Mr. R.K.Verma,Adv.
Mr. Praveen Gaur,Adv.
For Mr. B. V. Balaram Das, AOR                 

          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

Heard learned counsel for the parties.

The  transfer  petition  is  allowed  in  terms  of  the

signed order.

Pending application shall also stand disposed of.

(ANITA MALHOTRA)                          (CHANDER BALA)
  COURT MASTER                             COURT MASTER

(Signed order is placed on the file.)

2
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

          CRIMINAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

             TRANSFER PETITION (CRIMINAL) NO  s.276-277/2019

SHUBHRA SHAHI                                      Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

BHARAT RAI & ANR.                                  Respondent(s)

O R D E R

These transfer petitions have been filed by the petitioner-

wife seeking transfer of proceedings in Case bearing No.BGR.2184/18

(FIR No.115/18) dated 09.05.2018, titled as “State v. Bharat Rai”,

pending in the Court of 5th Judicial Magistrate at Alipore South 24

Parganas, West Bengal; and, Case bearing No.BGR.2690 of 2018 (FIR

No.150/R.  Crime  18),  titled  as  “State  v.  Sandeep  Kumar  Rai”

pending in the Court of Ld. A.C.J.M. at Alipore, South 24 Parganas,

West Bengal, to the Court of Judicial Magistrate, Patiala House

Courts, New Delhi.

We have heard learned counsel for both sides and perused the

petitions for transfer of the proceedings.

Considering the facts and circumstances on the record, we deem

it appropriate to allow these transfer petitions.  

Digitally signed by
MUKESH KUMAR
Date: 2019.09.30
17:22:06 IST
Reason:

Signature Not Verified
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Consequently, the proceedings in Case bearing No.BGR.2184/18

(FIR No.115/18) dated 09.05.2018, titled as “State v. Bharat Rai”,

pending in the Court of 5th Judicial Magistrate at Alipore, South 24

Parganas, West Bengal; and, Case bearing No.BGR.2690 of 2018 (FIR

No.150/R.  Crime  18),  titled  as  “State  v.  Sandeep  Kumar  Rai”

pending  in  the  Court  of  Ld.  A.C.J.M.  at  Alipore,  South  24

Parganas, West Bengal, are transferred to the Court of Judicial

Magistrate, Patiala House Courts, New Delhi.

The  Courts  at  Alipore  South  24  Parganas  are  directed  to

transmit the entire record to the transferee court immediately. 

The  Registry  is  directed  to  send  a  copy  of  this  Order

immediately to both the Courts for compliance.

The transfer petitions are allowed accordingly.

.................................J.
           [UDAY UMESH LALIT]

.................................J.
     [INDIRA BANERJEE]    
NEW DELHI;
SEPTEMBER 26, 2019

2429
WWW.LIVELAW.IN



3

ITEM NO.10               COURT NO.7               SECTION XVI-A

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Transfer Petition (Criminal) Nos.276-277/2019

SHUBHRA SHAHI                                      Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

BHARAT RAI & ANR.                                  Respondent(s)

 
Date : 26-09-2019 These petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE UDAY UMESH LALIT
         HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE INDIRA BANERJEE

For Petitioner(s)  Petitioner-in-person
                    
For Respondent(s) Mr. Ram Ekbal Roy, Adv.

Mr. Sunil Kumar Jha, Adv.
Mr. Nandan K. Jha, Adv.
Ms. Priyanka Das, Adv.
Mr. Binay Kumar Das, AOR

                    

          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

The Transfer Petitions are allowed, in terms of the signed

order.

Pending application(s), if any, shall stand disposed of.

  (MUKESH NASA)                              (SUMAN JAIN)
      COURT MASTER                              BRANCH OFFICER

(Signed Order is placed on the File)
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