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PER COURT :-

1. This petition was heard on the last date of hearing substantially.
During the course of hearing, a specific grievance was made on behalf of
petitioners that the material which is relied upon while passing of impugned
order was never provided to the petitioner. Apart from this, petitioner was not
granted liberty of hearing before passing of order of cancellation of

registration.

2. In order to ascertain the said fact, original record is called. Record
is placed before this Court. Record does not indicate that any opportunity of
hearing was given to the petitioner. Similarly, the material which is placed
reliance on while passing the impugned order was not provided to the
petitioner. Order impugned has drastic consequence of the revocation of
certificate of registration of the petitioner and hence strict compliance of

principles of natural justice was must.

3. Learned counsel for petitioner has drawn attention of this Court
towards alleged solicitory incident. Since 2005, there was no adverse remark
against the petitioner and on alleged solitary incident action of revocation of

registration has been taken.
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4. In such circumstances, impugned order which is passed without
hearing the petitioner and without providing material which is placed reliance
for passing order of revocation of certificate cannot sustain. As a result of this,
petition stands allowed. Impugned order is set aside. Consequently, certificate

of registration of petitioner stands restored.

5. It is however open for the concerned Authority to pass appropriate
order in accordance with law only after giving opportunity of hearing to the
petitioner so also after permitting the petitioner to meet the material which is

likely to be relied upon by the Authority.

6. Petition stands allowed in above terms.

(R. M. JOSHI, J.)
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