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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ C.R.P. 19/2015

DR.NISARAHMED .. Petitioner
Through:  Mr. S.H. Nizami, Advocate

VErsus

GOVT OF NCT OF DELHI & ORS ... Respondents
Through:  Mr. Sanjay Kumar Pathak, Adv. with
Mr. Sunil Kumar Jha, Adv., Mr.
Kushal Ra Tater, Adv. &
Ms. Shreya Kaseri, Adv.

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE V.K. SHALI
ORDER

% 22.01.2016

Review Petition 617/2015

1. Thisis areview petition filed by the petitioner against the order dated
05.11.2015.

2. | have heard the learned counsel for the petitioner. | have also gone

through the record.

3. No error apparent on the face of record has been pointed out.
Therefore, the review petition is liable to be dismissed apart from the fact
that the order in question deals with the proposition that the revision is not
admissible according to proviso to Section 115 of the CPC because in case
the relief had been granted by the learned Civil Judge to the petitioner, it
would not have resulted in termination of proceedings before the learned
Civil Judge, which is the essential requirement for entertaining the revision
petition.

4. Dismissed.

V.K.SHALI, J.
JANUARY 22, 2016
vk



		None
	2016-01-28T13:13:43+0530
	SHANKAR SINGH




