$~23& 24
* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ CRL.M.C. 4927/2017

ALOK AGGARWAL & ANR. ... Petitioners
Through  Mr.Vikas Gupta, Adv. with Mr.Sohil
Sharma, Adv.
Versus
STATE& ANR. ... Respondents

Through  Ms.Manjeet Arya, APP.
Ms.Shreya Mehta, Adv. for R-2.

AND
+ CRL.M.C. 4935/2017
ALOK AGGARWAL & ANR. ... Petitioners
Through  Mr.Vikas Gupta, Adv. with Mr.Sohil
Sharma, Adv.
Versus
STATE& ANR. . Respondents

Through  Ms.Manjeet Arya, APP.
Ms.Shreya Mehta, Adv. for R-2.

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. PATHAK
ORDER

% 19.07.2018

The only grievance of the petitioners/accused is that revisional Court
did not afford any opportunity of hearing to petitioners before disposing of

the revision petition filed by the respondent no.2. It is submitted that no



notice was issued to petitioners/accused. It is trite law that principles of
natural justice demands that opportunity of hearing is afforded to the
respondent/ accused. Accordingly, the impugned order is set aside and
matter is remanded back to Revisional Court for hearing the matter afresh
and pass orders in accordance with law.

Parties are directed to appear before the Revisiona Court on 06"
August, 2018.

Petitions are disposed of in the above terms.

AK.PATHAK,J
JULY 19, 2018
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