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SUPREME COURT OF INDTIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No(s). 8063-
8064/2018

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 01-05-2018
in WPCRL No. 1270/2018 01-05-2018 in WPCRL No. 1277/2018 passed by
the High Court Of Delhi At New Delhi)

UNION OF INDIA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

DHARANEESH RAJU SHETTY Respondent(s)

IA No. 128184/2018 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED
JUDGMENT)

WITH SLP(Crl) No. 1906/2019 (II-C)

( FOR PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES ON IA
25616/2019

FOR EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED JUDGMENT ON IA
25623/2019

IA No. 25623/2019 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED
JUDGMENT

IA No. 25616/2019 - PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES )

Date : 17-07-2023 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE C.T. RAVIKUMAR
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY KUMAR

For Petitioner(s) Mr. K.m. Nataraj, A.S.G.
Mr. Mukesh Kumar Maroria, AOR
Ms. Shradha Deshmukh, Adv.
Mr. Surender Kumar Gupta, Adv.
Mr. P.v. Yogeswaran, Adv.
Ms. Priyanka Das, Adv.
Mr. Alabhya Dhamija, Adv.

For Respondent(s) Ms. Diksha Rai, AOR
Slgna::r;ﬂ\o‘atVenfled Mr . Ashish Bhat ra, AdV .
DW”ﬁP% Ms. Ragini Pandey, Adv.

NIRMAL,
Date: 20: 7.19
16:24:31]

Reason:

Mr. Ashish Bhatra, Adv.
Mr. Rahul Pratap, AOR



UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

SLP(Crl.) No. 8063-8064/2018 (Item 49)

Having heard learned counsel on both sides in SLP(Crl) No.
8063/2018, we do not find any reason to grant leave to prefer an
appeal as sought for. Hence, this special leave petition stands
dismissed for non-compliance with the direction to take steps for
service of notice on the sole respondent in SLP(Crl) No. 8064/2018
in terms of the order dated 13.8.2019.

SLP(Crl) No. 1906/2019 (Item 49.1)

Leave is sought for to assail the final order dated 19.6.2018
passed by the Central Advisory Board, Karnataka in Opinion No.
744/ADB/COFEPOSA(C)/2018.

Heard learned counsel on both sides. Learned counsel for the
respondent brought to our attention a decision of this Court in
Union of India v. Nisar Pallathukadavil Aliyar, (2020) 20 SCC 252
wherein this Court held that a special leave petition seeking to
challenge a report of the Advisory Board/Opinion of the Board is
not maintainable.

In view of the said decision of this Court, this special leave
petition is not maintainable. Consequently, it is dismissed.

Pending application(s), if any, stands disposed of.

(DR. NAVEEN RAWAL) (MATHEW ABRAHAM)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS COURT MASTER (NSH)
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