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SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
CONTEMPT PETITION (C) NO 224 OF 2011 IN CIVIL APPEAL NO. 10660/ 2010
RAJESHWAR SI NGH Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

SUBRATA ROY SAHARA & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for directions and pernmission to file additional docunents
and exenption fromfiling OT. and pernission to file additional affidavit

and intervention and c/delay in filing)

Date: 12/03/2013 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTICE G S. SI NGV

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. S. RADHAKRI SHNAN
For Petitioner(s) M . K. K. Venugopal , Sr. Adv.

M. Harish N Salve, Sr.Adv.
M. H P. Raval , ASG
M . Gopal Sankar anarayanan, Adv.
M. Rajiv Nanda, Adv.
M. B. Krishna Prasad, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
For Resp.No. 1

. Ram Jet hmal ani , Sr. Adv.
Kul di p Si ngh, Adv.

==

For RR No. 2 Dr.Raji

<

Dhawan, Sr. Adv.
Gaurav Kejriwal, Adv.
. Keshav Mohan, Adv.

. Arshdeep Si ngh, Adv.

. Gaurav Chowdhary, Adv.
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For RR No. 3 M. Vi kas Si ngh, Sr.Adv.
. Uresh Babu Chaurasi a, Adv.
Dhar mendra Kumar Si nha, Adv.

<

M
For State of U. P. M . Gaur av Bhatia, AAG
Ms. Al ka Si nha, Adv.
M. Anuvrat Sharma, Adv.

M. Prashant Bhushan, Adv.

For Applicant in M . Shai | endra Si ngh, Adv.
|.A Nos.8 & 9/13 M. Kaushal Yadav, Adv.

For RR No. 6 M. Manoj K M shra, Adv.
M . Deepak M shra, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

I.A No.8 of 2013 in Contenpt Petition (C) No.224 of 2011

This is an application by Mohammed Arif, who clainms to be the
Managi ng Director of Channel One, for permssion to intervene in the
proceedi ngs of Contenpt Petition (C) No.224 of 2011 and to take on record
the docunents described as transcript of some conpact disc.

We have heard Shri Shailendra Singh, |learned counsel for the
applicant for about 20 m nutes and perused the avernents contained in the



application and the additional affidavit filed with A No.9 of 2013 and are
convinced that the application is per-se frivolous and vexatious and nmerits
not hi ng but di sm ssal

The applicant is not at all connected with the nmain case
i nvol ving challenge to the grant of 2G Licences and Allotnent of Spectrum
or the Contenpt Petition filed on behalf of Shri Raj eshwar Singh, Assistant
Director, Enforcenent Directorate. He has nade various allegations against
Sahara group and the non-petitioners in the contenpt petition but has not
di scl osed as to how he is connected with the investigation being conducted
by the CBI into what has been terned as '2G Scani. The conpact disc on
which the applicant has placed reliance is not verified from any
aut henticated source or tested in a |laboratory with the voice sanple of the
persons whose conversation is said to have been recorded.

Therefore, by granting leave to such applicant, the Court
cannot enlarge the scope of enquiry in the contenpt case.

Wth the above observation, the application is dism ssed.

For filing an application, the disposal of which has resulted
in wastage of the Court’s tine, the applicant is saddled with cost of
Rs. 1, 00, 000/ - (Rupees One | akh).

The amount of cost shall be deposited with the Suprene Court
Legal Services Commttee within a period of four weeks from today.

If the applicant fails to deposit the anbunt of the cost wthin
the tinme stipulated hereinabove, the Secretary, Suprene Court Lega
Services Conmittee shall recover the sane as arrears of |and revenue.

I.A No.9 of 2013 In |I.A No.8 of 2013 In Contenpt Petition (C No.224 of
2011

In view of dism ssal of |I.A No.8 of 2013, I.A No.9 of 2013 is
al so di snm ssed

CONTEMPT PETI TION(C) NO 224 OF 2011 IN CIVIL APPEAL NO 10660/ 2010

At the commencenent of hearing, Shri Ram Jethamal ani, |earned
seni or counsel for respondent No.1 and Dr.Rajiv Dhawan, |earned senior
counsel for respondent No.2, raised prelininary obj ecti ons to the
mai ntainability of the contenpt petition and al so questioned the taking suo
nmot u cogni zance by the Court.

Dr. Dhawan relied upon a judgnent of this Court in Binman Basu
vs. Kallol Guha Thakurta and another (2010) 8 SCC 673 and sone other
precedents.

The argunents renai ned i nconcl usi ve.

For completion of the argunents, list the case on 15.04.2013.

(Satish K Yadav) (Phool an Wati Arora)
Court Master Court Master



