
$                                               1

                             IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
                             CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                   REVIEW PETITION (C) No.D7650 OF 2012
                                     IN
               W.P.(C) No.423 OF 2010 & W.P.(C)No.10 of 2011

A.RAJA                                                                      ..PETITIONER(S)

                                            Versus

CENTER FOR PIL & ORS.                                                       ..RESPONDENT(S)

                                  O R D E R

1.            In     this     petition      filed     under         Article     137    of    t
he
Constitution read with Order XL of the Supreme Court Rules, the
applicant Shri A. Raja has prayed for review of judgment dated
02.02.2012.
2.            We have carefully perused the averments contained in the
review petition and are convinced that there is no valid ground
much   less    justification           to   entertain         the    prayer    made    by    t
he
applicant for review of judgment dated 02.02.2012.
3.            The    apprehension       expressed        by    the    applicant       that    
the
observations        contained     in    various      paragraphs        of     judgment      da
ted
02.02.2012 will prejudicially affect his cause is not well-founded
because in para 81(vii) of the judgment, it has been made clear
that the observations contained in the judgment shall not prejudice
any person including the applicant, who is facing prosecution in
the cases registered by the C.B.I. or who may face prosecution on
the basis of charge-sheet(s) which may be filed by the C.B.I. in
future   and        the     Special    Judge,      CBI    shall       decide     the     matte
r
uninfluenced by this judgment.                 It has also been made clear that
the judgment shall not prejudice any person in the action which may
be taken by other investigating agencies under Income Tax Act,
1961, Prevention of Money Laundering Act, 2002 and other similar
statutes.
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4.           With   the   above   observation,   the   review   petition   is
dismissed.
5.        As a sequel to the above, the application filed by Shri
A.Raja to file the review petition is dismissed.

                                             .........................J.
                                             (G.S. SINGHVI)

                                             .........................J.
                                             (K.S. RADHAKRISHNAN)
NEW DELHI;
APRIL 3, 2012.
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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

REVIEW PETITION (C) No.D7650 OF 2012 IN W.P.(C) No.423 OF 2010 &
W.P.(C)No.10 of 2011

A.RAJA                                                          Petitioner(s)

                       VERSUS

CENTER FOR PIL & ORS.                                           Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for permission to file review petition and office
report)

Date: 03/04/2012        This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S. SINGHVI
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K.S. RADHAKRISHNAN

                    By circulation

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

             The review petition is dismissed in terms of the signed

order.

             As a sequel to the above, the application filed by Shri
A.Raja to file the review petition is dismissed.

(Satish K.Yadav)                                        (Phoolan Wati Arora)
  Court Master                                             Court Master
               ( Signed order is placed on the file )


