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  ITEM NO.71                               COURT NO.10                  SECTION II

                               S U P R E M E C O U R T O F        I N D I A
                                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

  Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No......./2015
                                             CRLMP No(s). 5404/2015

  (Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 11/03/2015
  in RC No. 220/2013 passed by the Patiala House Court)

  NAGENDRA KUMAR SAHOO                                                  Petitioner(s)

                                                  VERSUS

  CENTRAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION & ORS                                 Respondent(s)

  (With appln. (s) for permission to file SLP and interim relief and
  office report)

  Date : 06/04/2015 This petition was called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
                         HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE V. GOPALA GOWDA
                         HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE C. NAGAPPAN

  For Petitioner(s)                  Mr. Suresh Chandra Tripathy,Adv.

  For Respondent(s)/                 Mr.   Gopal Subramanium, Sr. Adv.
  Caveator                           Mr.   Shibashish Misra, Adv.
                                     Mr.   Nishit Agrawal, Adv.
                                     Mr.   Satyakam, Adv.
                                     Mr.   Ankur Kashyap, Adv.

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

                   Heard learned counsel for the petitioner. The petitioner is

  also present.

                   The prayer sought for by the petitioner seeking for grant of

  leave against the interim Order dated 11.03.2015 passed by the
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  Courts, New Delhi in the case bearing RC No. 220/2013 E 0011.

                   Our    repeated   questions   to    the   learned   counsel   for   the
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petitioner as to how he is interested person seeking to grant

special    leave       questioning       this       Order.      The    answer   is     in    t
he



negative.

       After perusal of the averments of the special leave petition,

we find that the petitioner is not an aggrieved party, there is no

locus    standi    for    him    to    challenge         the   same    before   this    Court

either to seek permission or to seek for participation in the

proceedings. This is, in our view, is a frivolous and vexatious

petition. This kind of litigation shall not be entertained by this

Court. We are of the view that the application for permission to

file the special leave petition is liable to be dismissed with

exemplary      costs     as    the    petitioner         is    wasting    public     time     
by

initiating this kind of litigation.

       Accordingly, we dismiss the application for permission to file

the    special    leave       petition       with    cost      of   Rs.   One   lakh    to   b
e

deposited by the petitioner in the Registry of this Court within a

period    of   four     weeks,       which    is    to    be    used   for   the     cause   o
f

juvenile justice.

      (S. K. RAKHEJA)                                           (MALA KUMARI SHARMA)
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