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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
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M L. KARARWAL Appel I ant (s)

VERSUS

STATE (DELH ADMWN.) Respondent ( s)

(Wth 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 JUSTI CE P. P. NAOLEKAR

For Appellant(s)

M. S. K Vernmm, Adv.

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

Ms Anil Katiyar, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

The short question i nvol ved in this appeal is th
at t he appel | ant filed a

revision petition before the Di strict and Sessi ons Judge  which
has been di smi ssed.

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

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

not mai nt ai nabl e because t here can never be a second revision
petition as cont ai ned in



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

with the Hi gh Court order whi ch cannot be said to be unj us
tified. Thi s appeal is,

accordingly, dismssed.

( PAVAN KUMVAR) (RADHA R BH
ATI A)

COURT MASTER COURT MAST
ER
(signed order is placed on the file)
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