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| TEM NO 24 COURT NO. 11 SECTION | X
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).17869/2010

(From the judgenent and order dated 29/04/2010 in PIL No. 138/2009
of The HI GH COURT OF BOVBAY)
GOLDI E PURSHOTTAM SUD Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
CH EF SEC. FOR UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling cl/c of t he i mpugned

Judgment and with prayer for interimrelief)

Date: 19/07/2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR. JUSTICE G S. S| NGHV
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ASOK KUVAR GANGULY
For Petitioner(s) M . Raj u Ramachandran, Sr. Adv.

M. Vi vek Sharna, Adv.

M. R C Qubrel e, Adv.
M.Satbir Pillania, Adv.

M. Suresh Kunmar Sharma, Adv.
For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Heard | earned seni or counsel for the petitioner and perused
the record.
The wit petition filed by the petitioner for issue of a
mandanus to respondent Nos.1 to 3 to transfer respondent Nos.4 to
7, who are senior officers of Munbai Police out of the city of
Munbai and to restrain them from continuing on their respective
posts was di sm ssed by the H gh Court with cost of Rs.5 | acs

because the Court felt that the wit petition was nothing but an
2

abuse of the process of the Court.
Learned senior counsel made efforts to convince us that the
cost inposed by the Division Bench of the H gh Court is on higher
side but we have not felt inpressed. In a sensitive matter like
terror attack on the city of Minbai, the petitioner who clains to
be a businessman, had no |l ocus to seek intervention of the Court

for ordering r espondent Nos. 1 to 3 to transfer seni or police



of ficers. The  writ petition was whol | y ni sconcei ved and
rightly dismssed by the H gh Court with exenplary cost of Rs.5
| acs.

The special |eave petition is accordingly disn ssed.

( Satish K. Yadav ) ( Phoolan Wati Arora )
Court Master Court Master

was



