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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

Writ Petition(s)(Civil)  No(s).  1094/2020

SHILESH SIVASANKARAN                               Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

RESERVE BANK OF INDIA & ANR.                       Respondent(s)

(FOR ADMISSION and IA No.96062/2020-PERMISSION TO APPEAR AND ARGUE 
IN PERSON[INTERACTION DONE ] )
 
Date : 24-11-2020 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE UDAY UMESH LALIT
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VINEET SARAN
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S. RAVINDRA BHAT

For Petitioner(s) Petitioner-in-person
                    
For Respondent(s)
                    

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

Permission to appear and argue in person is granted.

This writ petition has been filed under Article 32 of the

Constitution of India  principally seeking  following reliefs:

“(i) Issue a Writ of Mandamus or any other appropriate
writ, order or direction to the respondents to allow the
petitioner to continue in his original assignment from
where the petitioner was moved out as an act of vengeance
for having blown the whistle.
(ii) To  treat  the  petitioner’s  absence  from  job  on
account of the hostile atmosphere created by the employer
and the transfer  to an unfamiliar job as condoned and
the salary restored.”

The petitioner who  had  appeared in person submits that all
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the while he had worked on cases concerning issues under PMLA Act,

2002  and  he  has  been  now  moved  to  the  domain  concerning  FEMA

Regulations  and  Violations.  The  petitioner  submits  that  the

transfer in question is vindictive.

The  issues   raised  by  the  petitioner  will  require  factual

assessment and analysis.  While exercising our jurisdiction under

Article 32 of the Constitution of India, it will not be possible to

go into such factual aspects  and the question whether the transfer

was vindictive or not.

We,  therefore,  refuse  to  entertain  this  petition.   Hence,

this Writ Petition is dismissed leaving all questions open  to be

agitated in properly instituted proceedings.

Pending applications, if any, shall stand disposed of. 

(INDU MARWAH)                                   (PRADEEP KUMAR)
COURT MASTER (SH)                                BRANCH OFFICER
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