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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

                    CRIMINAL APPEAL  NO(s). 1398 OF 1999

M.L. KARARWAL                                               Appellant (s)

                        VERSUS

STATE (DELHI ADMN.)                                         Respondent(s)

(With office report )

Date: 29/11/2005  This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

        HON’BLE  MR. JUSTICE H.K. SEMA

        HON’BLE  MR. JUSTICE P.P. NAOLEKAR

For Appellant(s)

                     Mr. S.K. Verma,Adv.

For Respondent(s)                                       Ms. Asha G. Nair, Adv.

                      Mrs Anil Katiyar,Adv.

                     UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                                                   O R D E R 

                              The   short   question   involved   in   this   appeal   is   th
at   the   appellant   filed   a

              revision   petition   before   the   District   and   Sessions   Judge   which  
 has   been   dismissed.

              Thereafter, 482 Cr.P.C. petition  has been preferred before the High Court which
 is in the

              nature of second   revision   petition.    The  High  Court has  rejected  revis
ion  application  as

              not   maintainable   because   there   can   never   be   a   second   revision 
  petition   as   contained   in



              Sections 392(2) and 399(3) Cr.P.C. In this view of the matter, we see no reason 
to interfere

              with   the   High   Court   order   which   cannot   be   said   to   be   unjus
tified.   This   appeal   is,

              accordingly, dismissed.

     (PAWAN KUMAR)                                                                (RADHA R. BH
ATIA)

      COURT MASTER                                                                  COURT MAST
ER

(signed order is placed on the file)

                        IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                                CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

                                CRIMINAL APPEAL  NO.1398 OF 1999

M.L. KARARWAL                                                                               ..
. APPELLANT

                                                VERSUS

STATE (DELHI ADMN.)                                      ... RESPONDENT

                                                O R D E R

                The   short   question   involved   in   this   appeal   is   that   the   app
ellant   filed   a

revision   petition   before   the   District   and   Sessions   Judge   which   has   been   
dismissed.

Thereafter, 482 Cr.P.C. petition  has been preferred before the High Court which is in the

nature of second   revision   petition.    The  High  Court has  rejected  revision  applicati
on  as

not   maintainable   because   there   can   never   be   a   second   revision   petition   a
s   contained   in



Sections 392(2) and 399(3) Cr.P.C. In this view of the matter, we see no reason to interfere

with the order of the High  Court which  cannot  be said  to be unjustified.  This  appeal  is
,

accordingly, dismissed.

                                                                                              
   ............................J.

                                                                   ( H.K.  SEMA )

                                                          ............................J.

                                                            ( P.P. NAOLEKAR )

NEW DELHI,

NOVEMBER  29, 2005.


