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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

(CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION) 

Civil I. A. No. _______ of 2012 

In 

Interlocutory Application Nos. 1324, 1474 & 2134 

In  

Contempt Petition (Criminal ) No. 10 of 2009 

In 

Writ Petition (Civil) No. 202 of 1995 

IN THE MATTER OF:  

Amicus Curiae                                 …Petitioner 

Versus 

Prashant Bhushan, adv & Anr                             ...Respondents 

 

AND IN THE MATTER OF: 

Dr. Kunal Saha, a resident of 

3937, Kul Circle South 

Hilliard, Ohio – 43026, USA 

And also a Local resident of 

Subol Apartment (Flat-E1),  

7 Nilgunge Road,  

P.O. Belghoria,  

Kolkata 700056        ….Applicant 

 

 

APPLICATION UNDER ORDER XII CLAUSE (2) OF THE 

SUPREME COURT RULES 1966 

 

 
TO 

THE HON’BLE CHIEF JUSTICE OF INDIA       

 AND HIS COMPANION JUSTICES OF THE  

  SUPREME COURT OF INDIA  

      THE HUMBLE PETITION     OF THE  

      PETITIONER ABOVE NAMED 



2 

 

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH: 

1) That the applicant is a medical doctor from India and a well-known 

researcher in the field of HIV and AIDS.  The applicant is also the president 

of “People for Better Treatment” (PBT), a registered humanitarian 

organization with head office in Kolkata which has been fighting against 

medical corruption and helping the innocent victims of “medical negligence” 

in India for promotion of a better healthcare  delivery system in  India. 

 

2)  That the applicant had filed a petition under RTI Act, 2005 with the 

Central Public Information Officer (CPIO) of the Hon’ble Supreme Court 

seeking some information pertaining to the above-numbered cases that are 

pending before this Hon’ble Court.  Specifically, the applicant sought 

“Annexure-B” submitted with an impleadment application filed by one Mr. 

Shanti Bhushan, senior advocate and ex-law minister, in Criminal Contempt 

Petition No. 10 of 2009 (Amicus Curiae vs. Prashant Bhushan & Anr.).  It 

may be pertinent to mention that the said “Annexure-B” allegedly contained 

a list of names of past “corrupt Chief Justices of India (CJIs)”. A copy of the 

said application filed by the applicant under RTI Act 2005 dated September 

21, 2010 is annexed here to and marked as Annexure A/1(Pages :       to     ) 

 

3)   That the CPIO refused to provide the information sought by your 

applicant vide an Order on the ground that that the matter was “sub-judice”.  

The CPIO also dismissed the application on the ground that since the 

applicant was not a party in these cases, he was not entitled to obtain the said 

information.  A copy of the Order dated October 26, 2010 passed by the 

CPIO of this Hon’ble Court is annexed herewith and marked as Annexure 

A/2 (Pages:  to  ). 
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4) That the applicant filed a first appeal with the First Appellate 

Authority of this Hon’ble Court against the Order passed by CPIO as 

permitted under RTI Act, 2005.  A copy of the said first appeal filed by the 

applicant dated November 12, 2010 is annexed herewith and marked as 

Annexure A/3 (pages:  to  ). 

 

5)  That the First Appellate Authority of this Hon’ble Court was also pleased 

to dismiss the “first appeal” filed by the applicant virtually on the same 

ground with an Order dated December 15, 2010.  A copy of the said Order 

passed by the First Appellate Authority of the Hon’ble Supreme Court is 

annexed herewith and marked as Annexure A/4 (pages:  to  ). 

 

  

6)   That after the CPIO and First Appellate authority of the Hon’ble 

Supreme Court rejected the applications for information primarily on the 

grounds that the matter is “sub-judice” and that the applicant is not a party to 

the relevant case, the applicant filed a “second appeal” with the Central 

Information Commissioner (CIC) as stipulated under RTI Act, 2005.  A copy 

of the said second appeal dated January 1, 2011 filed with the CIC is 

annexed hereto and marked as Annexure A/5 (Pages :       to         ) 

 

7)  That the Chief Information Commissioner heard all parties on 16
th
 

December, 2011 and was pleased to pass a final Order with specific 

observation:   

“We do not agree with the argument of the CPIO that any 

information can be denied merely because the matter is 

sub-judice”.   
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However, the Chief Information Commissioner was further pleased to find 

that since there are existing Rules in the Supreme Court to obtain judicial 

records, the applicant may approach the Apex Court under the appropriate 

Rules to obtain the said information.  A copy of the final Order passed by the 

Chief Information Commissioner dated December 26, 2011 is annexed 

herewith and marked as Annexure A/6.(Pages :       to         ). 

 

8)  That accordingly, the applicant moved an application with the Supreme 

Court Registry on 21
st
 December, 2011 seeking the same information under 

the Supreme Court Rules as indicated by the Chief Information 

Commissioner.  The Assistant Registrar of this Hon’ble Court responded to 

the applicant instructing him to approach the concerned branch of the 

Supreme Court Registry under Order XII of Supreme Court Rules, 1966 for 

obtaining a certified copy of the said document, i.e. “Annexure-B” along 

with the application filed by Mr. Shanti Bhushan.  A copy of the letter issued 

by Supreme Court Assistant Registrar PIL (Writ) dated 24.12.2011 is 

annexed herewith and marked as Annexure-A/7. (Pages :       to         ). 

 

9)  That all conscientious citizens have a virtuous duty and responsibility to 

stand up against corruption.  While legitimate complaints of corruption in 

every aspect of public life should be seriously probed, allegations of 

corruption in the judicial system must be dealt with the maximum zeal and 

sincerity.  It may be mentioned that as the head of “People for Better 

Treatment” (PBT), applicant has been deeply involved with many battles 

against corruption, particularly in the field of healthcare.   The applicant was 

also directly involved with the arrest of two Supreme Court Registry 
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employees, Mr. C. Perumal and Mr. K. Badrinathan, who were caught red-

handed by the Central Bureau of Investigation (CBI) on February 10, 2009 

while taking bribe allegedly for listing of a case in the Apex Court.  The 

criminal trial in this unprecedented CBI case against the two Supreme Court 

Court employees is presently ongoing before the CBI Court in Delhi (Case 

C.C. No. 50/2010; CBI vs. C. Perumal & Ors.).  In fact, the present Chief 

Justice of India, Hon’ble Justice Mr. S.H. Kapadia  has already granted 

sanction against the two allegedly corrupt Supreme Court employees.   

 

10)  The information sought by the applicant through the instant application 

contains names of several past CJIs who were allegedly “corrupt”.  The 

revelation of the allegedly “corrupt CJIs” was done (through “Annexure-B” 

in his impleadment application) by Mr. Shanti Bhushan who is not only a 

well-known senior advocate but he was also the central law minister for a 

long period in the past. The wide-spread news reported about Mr. Shanti 

Bhushan’s claim of allegedly “corrupt CJIs” has undoubtedly diminished 

public image of our judicial system.  As an honest and law-abiding citizen 

who has also been intimately involved in quest for justice, both personally 

and on humanitarian grounds, the applicant also has a direct interest in 

unraveling the truth in this matter.  The RTI Act, 2005 was contemplated 

primarily to promote transparency and accountability in the functioning of 

every public authority.  There can be no reason to deny the information 

sought by the applicant whether or not the alleged assertions made by Mr. 

Shanti Bhushan in “Annexure-B” are true or not. 

 

11)  That the applicant is moving the present application under Order XII (2) 

of the Supreme Court Rules 1966 to obtain a certified copy of the document 
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i.e. ‘Annexure-B’ submitted along with the Interlocutory Applications filed 

by Mr. Shanti Bhushan, senior advocate, in Contempt Petition (Criminal ) 

No. 10 of 2009 In Writ Petition (Civil) No. 202 of 1995 on the following 

grounds. 

 

A. Because the document, namely ‘Annexure-B’ filed along 

with the application for Interlocutory filed by Mr. Shanti 

Bhushan  in Contempt Petition (Criminal ) No. 10 of 2009 in 

Writ Petition (Civil) No. 202 of 1995  contains the names of 

allegedly corrupt former CJIs. 

   

B. Because the Hon’ble CJI being the highest judicial 

functionary in India is a matter of utmost concerns for any 

person or charitable organization that has been dealing with 

the judicial Institutions in India. The applicant, a bona fide 

NGO dedicated to fight “corruption” and “medical 

negligence” in India, obviously has great interest to obtain 

the requested information which allegedly contains names of 

several corrupt CJIs as it may have vital significance for the 

common people.  The applicant firmly believes that it would 

be of vital significance to bring the said information to light 

in order to affirm the credibility of the Judicial Institutions of 

India by showing the veracity or falsity of the allegations 

made by Mr. Shanti Bhushan about the allegedly “corrupt 

CJIs” .   

C. Because the information sought by the applicant about the 

allegedly “corrupt CJIs” containing in “Annexure-B” was 
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submitted by Mr. Shanti Bhushan, who is not only a highly 

reputed senior advocate but he was also the central law 

minister in the past which assumes a greater significance for 

the public at large.   Therefore, it is most respectfully 

submitted that that the applicant be allowed to have a 

certified copy of the document ‘Annexure-B’ filed along 

with the application for Interlocutory filed by Mr. Shanti 

Bhushan, Adv,  In Contempt Petition (Criminal ) No. 10 of 

2009 In Writ Petition (Civil) No. 202 of 1995. 

 
PRAYER 

It is, therefore, most respectfully prayed that this Hon’ble Court may be 

pleased to: 

(a) issue a certified copy of the document ‘Annexure-B’ filed along 

with the application for Interlocutory filed by Mr. Shanti Bhushan, 

Adv,  In Contempt Petition (Criminal ) No. 10 of 2009 In Writ 

Petition (Civil) No. 202 of 1995. 

  

(b) pass such further and order/orders as this Hon’ble Court may 

deem fit in the facts and circumstances of the present case. 

 

AND FOR THIS ACT OF KINDNESS THE PETITIONER AS IS DUTY 

BOUND SHALL EVER PRAY 

 

       DRAWN & FILED BY  

 

            [T.V.GEORGE] 

             Advocate for the Applicant 

New Delhi  

Dated : February 28, 2012 


