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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ CRL.M.C. 94/2015
M/SPIZZA CORNER INDIA (P)LTD & ORS ... Petitioners

Through:  Mr.D.K. Devesh, Advocate with
Mr. U.P. Singh, Advocate

Versus
GOVERNMENT OF NCT OF DELHI & ANR ... Respondents
Through:  Mr. C.M. Krishna, DLA, Food Safety.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE R.K.GAUBA
ORDER
% 25.07.2018

By order dated 04.04.2012, the Additional Chief Metropolitan
Magistrate (ACMM) found charges made out to put the petitioners and
certain others on trial for offences punishable under Sections 2(ia), (a), (m)
and Sections 16(1)(a) read with Section 7 of the Prevention of Food
Adulteration Act, 1954.

The said order was challenged by some of the co-accused persons by
criminal revision petition (wrongly referred to as Crl. Appea No0.55/2012)
which was decided by the court of Sessions by judgment dated 22.08.2012.
The petitioners moved a separate criminal revision petition in January, 2013
with a prayer for condonation of delay of 222 days to be condoned. The said
criminal revision petition (N0.142/2/2014) was dismissed by the Additional
Sessions Judge, by order dated 30.10.2014, with observations that the delay

had not been properly explained.
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On perusal, this court finds no error in the view taken by the
Additional Sessions Judge in the order dated 30.10.2014, which isimpugned
by the petition a hand under Section 482 of the Code of Criminal
Procedure, 1973. The lack of internal coordination in the office of the
petitioner cannot justify the law of limitation to be given a go by to such
extent.

The petition is dismissed.

R.K.GAUBA, J.
JULY 25, 2018
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