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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI |

+ CRL.REV.P. 41/2010

ANIL JAIN .. Petitioner
Through: nemo

versus
STATE . Respondent

| Through: Mr. O.P. Saxena, APP for State

CORAM:
JUSTICE SHIV NARAYAN DHINGRA

ORDER
% 03.08.2010

By this petition under Section 482 Cr.P.C, the petitioner has assailed an

order on charge.

It is well settled law that passing an order framing charge is an

interlocutory order and this Court under Section 482 Cr.P.C should not entertain
either revision or a petition under Section 482 Cr.P.C against an interlocutory
| ‘ order. Moreover, in the present case, evidence of almost all the material witness

i.e. six witnesses, has already been recorded.
Under these circumstances, I consider that the present petition assailing an

order on charge is not maintainable and is hereby dismissed a§ such.

| SHIV NARA(@ DHINGRA,J

AUGUST 03,2010
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