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ITEM NO.48                        COURT NO.8                     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 (CRL.) NO(s). 398 OF 2010

ANURADHA JHA                                                       Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

AKHILESH KUMAR JHA & ORS.                         Respondent(s)
(With appln(s) for exemption from filing O.T.,directions,stay
 and office report)

WITH T.P.(CRL) NO. 402 of 2010
(With appln. for stay and office report)

T.P.(CRL) NO. 408 of 2010
(With appln. for stay and office report)

Date: 02/04/2012         These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE R.M. LODHA
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE H.L. GOKHALE

For Petitioner(s)          Mr. Ajay Amritraj, Adv.
                           Mr. Rajeev Singh,Adv.
                           Dr. Prabhat Kumar, Adv.

For Respondent(s)          Mr. Nagendra Rai, Sr. Adv.
                           Mr. Braj Kishore Mishra, Adv.
                           Mr. Siddhartha Arya, Adv.

                           Mr. Vijendra Kumar, Adv.
                           Mr. Shaikh Chand Saheb, Adv.
                           Ms. Vibha Datta Makhija ,Adv.

                           Ms.Aparna Jha ,Adv.
                           Mr. Abhishek Yadav, Adv.

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

             In   the    course    of   arguments,      Mr.     Nagendra    Rai,

     learned      senior     counsel     for       respondent    No.   1,    has

     submitted that instead of transferring the matter from
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Bhopal Court to Patna Court, it may be transferred to

the competent Court of jurisdiction at Delhi.

       He further submits that respondent No. 1 is ready

and willing to bear the travel and other expenses of

the    petitioner   to   Delhi.    He       broadly   indicated    that

respondent No. 1 would bear Second Class A.C. Train

fare    and   in   addition   to   that,       Rs.5,000/-    per     day



towards stay of the petitioner in Delhi as and when she

is required to attend the proceedings in Delhi shall be

paid by the respondent No. 1.

       Learned counsel for the petitioner prays for some

time to seek instructions in respect of the offer made

by learned senior counsel for respondent No.1.

       List after two weeks.

 (G. SUDHAKARA RAO)                                   (RENU DIWAN)
    COURT MASTER                                      COURT MASTER


