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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ CY0S) 228/2018 and I.A. No0s.6571/2018 (stay), 6572-73/2018
(exemption) & 6574/2018 (for condonation of delay)

BRAHM SINGH . Plaintiff
Through:  Mr. Degpak Khosla, Advocate.
Versus

SMT. PRAMILADEVI&ORS ... Defendants
Through

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VALMIKI J. MEHTA

ORDER
% 31.05.2018
1. Counsel for the plaintiff states that plaintiff agrees that this suit

was ill-advised to be filed and therefore plaintiff’s attorney who is present in
person has given instructions to the counsel for the plaintiff to withdraw the
suit.

2. | may note that this Court was inclined in fact not only to
Impose exemplary costs for this totally frivolous litigation by the plaintiff
but also this Court was inclined to issue criminal proceedings against the
plaintiff under Section 340 Cr.P.C. in view of the fact that the issue urged in
this suit is the issue which has achieved finality as against the plaintiff in the

earlier litigation which reached right till the Supreme Court.



3. Since this suit is being withdrawn, this Court is refraining from
Imposing exemplary costs on the plaintiff and from issuing criminal process
against the plaintiff.

VALMIKI J.MEHTA, J

MAY 31, 2018
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