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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ Crl. Rev. P. No0.424/2010 & Crl. M.A. Nos.13641-13643/2010

NEELAM MAHAJANSINGH . Petitioner
Through: Mr. Mukul Talwar, Advocate.

versus
RAJCHOPRA e Respondent
Through: None.
CORAM:
JUSTICE SHIV NARAYAN DHINGRA
i ORDER
% 31.08.2010

This second revision has been filed by the same petitioner as in Criminal Revision
Petition No.423 of 2010 against the same order. It is stated by counsel that he filed two
revisions against the same order at the advice of the Registry. Perhaps counsel for the
petitioner is supposed to know more law than a clerk sitting at the Registry and should
have told that only one revision was sufficient and he need not file two revisions against
the same order.

This revision petition being duplicacy of the first revision petition is not required
to be kept on Board.

The petition is dismissed as withdrawn.

SHIV Né& DHINGRA, J.

AUGUST 31, 2010
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