
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CRIMINAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

TRANSFER PETITION (CRIMINAL) NOS. 312 -318 OF 2020

VENKAT SAI HEALTH CARE PVT. LTD. & ORS.      Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

INDIA INFOLINE FINANCE LTD.   Respondent(s)

O R D E R 

Heard learned counsel for the parties. 

It is jointly pointed out by the learned counsel that the

transfer of the cases are to be made to the competent Court at

Hyderabad, but, because of the prayer that was incorporated in the

transfer petitions, the Court’s order dated 07.09.2022 indicated

that the transfer was ordered to a Court in Ananthapur Tirupati,

Andhra Pradesh. This was an error as the Court’s order was an

agreed order to transfer to Hyderabad Court on joint prayer of the

parties. 

Taking  the  above  submission  into  account  the  order  dated

07.09.2022 stands corrected to the above extent. In other words,

the cases mentioned in the prayer are ordered to be transferred to

a competent Court at Hyderabad. It is ordered accordingly. 

……………………………………J.
[K.M. JOSEPH ]

 

……………………………………J.
[HRISHIKESH ROY]

New Delhi
October 14, 2022
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Transfer Petition (Criminal) Nos. 312-318/2020

VENKAT SAI HEALTH CARE PVT. LTD. & ORS.            Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

INDIA INFOLINE FINANCE LTD.                        Respondent(s)

([FOR DIRECTION]
(IA No.110461/2020-STAY APPLICATION)
 
Date : 14-10-2022 These petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K.M. JOSEPH
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HRISHIKESH ROY

For Petitioner(s)
Mr. Venkateswara Rao Anumolu, AOR
Mr. Sunny Kumar, Adv.

                   
For Respondent(s)

Mr. K. Rajeev, AOR
Ms. Niveditha R. Menon, Adv.

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

Heard learned counsel for the parties. 

It is jointly pointed out by the learned counsel that

the transfer of the cases are to be made to the competent

Court  at  Hyderabad,  but,  because  of  the  prayer  that  was

incorporated in the transfer petitions, the Court’s order

dated 07.09.2022 indicated that the transfer was ordered to

a Court in Ananthapur Tirupati, Andhra Pradesh. This was an

error as the Court’s order was an agreed order to transfer

to Hyderabad Court on joint prayer of the parties. 

Taking  the  above  submission  into  account  the  order
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dated 07.09.2022 stands corrected to the above extent. In

other words, the cases mentioned in the prayer are ordered

to be transferred to a competent Court at Hyderabad. It is

ordered accordingly. 

(NIDHI AHUJA)                    (RENU KAPOOR)
  AR-cum-PS                  ASSISTANT  REGISTRAR

[Signed order is placed on the file.]
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