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

TRANSFER PETITION (CRL.) NO(s). 336 OF 2010

T.SAJEEV KUMAR                                             Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

SREE GOKULAM CHITS & FIN.CO(P) LTD.                        Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for stay,c/delay in filing the spare copies and
office report)

Date: 31/10/2011    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE DR. JUSTICE B.S. CHAUHAN
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR

For Petitioner(s)          Mr. R.Chandrachud,Adv.

For Respondent(s)          Mr. Sudarshan Rajan,Adv.

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

              In   terms    of   the   signed   order,    the   transfer

    petition stands dismissed.         Interim order passed earlier

    stands vacated.

            (O.P. Sharma)                           ( M.S. Negi )
             Court Master                            Court Master
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                      IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                      CRIMINAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

               TRANSFER PETITION (CRL.) NO.336 OF 2010

T. Sajeev Kumar                                                  ...   Petitioner

                Vs.

Sree Gokulam Chits & Fin. CO. (P) Ltd.                           ...   Respondent

                                    O R D E R



              This transfer petition has been filed seeking the

    transfer    of    a   case   arising       out    of     criminal    complaint

    bearing STC No.1877 of 2007 filed before the Court of XIV

    Small Causes Judge, Chennai, Tamil Nadu dated 13.9.2005

    under the provisions of Section 138 of the Negotiable

    Instrument Act of 1881.

              Large    number    of grounds had been taken in the

    transfer    petition     and    it    has        been    submitted     by   the

    learned    counsel     before    us    that        the    court     where   the

    complaint had been filed lacks jurisdiction as no part of

    the transaction has taken place within the territorial

    jurisdiction of the said court.

              We do not see any reason to entertain the transfer

    petition.        The petitioner is at liberty to raise all

    factual and legal issues before the court concerned and
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if he does so, the court concerned will deal with each of

them in accordance with law.

       In view of the above, the transfer petition stands

dismissed.   Interim order passed earlier stands vacated.

                                     ..................J.
                                     (Dr. B.S. CHAUHAN)

                                     ..................J.
                                     (T.S. THAKUR)
New Delhi,
October 31, 2011.


