
IT E M NO.2 9                 COURT NO.1               S EC T I O N XVIA

            S UP R E M E COUR T OF I N D I A
                   R ECO R D OF P R OC E E D I N G S

                       TRA N S F E R P E T I T I O N (CRL.) NO(s). 9 1 OF 2 0 0 6

WO R L D C O M MULT I M E D I A & ORS.                           Petitioner(s)

                     VE R S U S

ARV I N D KUMA R                                      Respondent(s)

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

Date: 0 7 / 0 3 / 2 0 0 8   This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORA M :
    HON’B L E TH E CHI E F JUS T I C E
    HON’B L E MR. JUS T I C E R.V. RAV E E N D R A N

For Petitioner(s) Mr. Pr adeep Gupta,Adv.
             Mr. K. K . Mohan, Adv.
             Mr. Suresh Bha r a ti, Adv.

For Respondent(s)

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

            The Transfer Petition is allowed.

          (S. Thapa r)                                              (Veera Verm a)
        P S to Registr a r                                           Court Master

                                  The signed order is placed on the file.
                            IN TH E SU P R E M E COURT OF INDI A

                          CRIM I N A L AP P E L L A T E JUR I S D I C T I O N

                     TRA N S F E R P E T I T I O N (CRL.) No. 9 1 OF 2 0 0 6

Worldcom Multimedia & Ors.                                                  ... Petitioner (s)

                                                  Vs.

Arvind Ku m a r                                                             ... Respondent (s)

                                             O R D E R

            Heard learned counsel for the petitioners.



  2.        Though the respondent was served with notice, he has not chosen to

  appear.

  3.        The petitioners seek transfer of the complaint filed by the respondent

  before    the   Chief    Judicial    Magistrate,      K ada m k u a n ,   P atn a,   Biha r.
   The

  petitioners’    Company is having its registered office at New Delhi. The

  complain ant alleges to be a representative and agent of M/s CFL Capital

  Financial Services Ltd., having its registered office at Kolk ata. Admittedly,

  the petitioners had nothing to do with the complaina nt (Respondent herein)
  in his personal capacity. Neither the complaina nts nor the company on whose

  behalf the respondent allegedly filed the complaint have their place of

  business at P atn a , nor did any transaction take place at P atn a.

  4.         Having   regard     to the facts   and   circumstances      of the case,         
the

  Complaint Case No.4 0 9 (C) of 2 0 0 5 , titled as Arvind Ku m a r vs. Worldcom

  Multimedia & Ors, pending before the Court of Chief Judicial Magistrate,

  P atn a,   Biha r   shall    stands   transferred   to the   Court    of Chief       Judicia
l

  Magistr ate, New Delhi.

  5. The Transfer Petition is allowed accordingly.

                                                                       .......................
.CJI.
                                                                          [K. G. Bal a k r i s
 h n a n]

                                                                       .......................
..J
                                                                       [R. V. Raveendr an]

New Delhi;
March 7, 2 0 0 8 .


