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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI

+  CRL.M.C. 8372/2025 & CRL.M.A. 34924/2025 

NARESH AGGARWAL .....Petitioner 
Through: Mr. Jalaj Srivastava, Advocate.  

versus 

STATE OF NATIONAL CAPITAL TERRITORY OF DELHI & 
ORS. .....Respondents 

Through: Mr. Hitesh Vali, APP.  
Mr. Jasbir Bidhuri, Advocate for 
R-2&3 with Ms. Seema Verma, 
AO.  

CORAM:
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE PRATEEK JALAN

O R D E R
%  07.02.2026

1. The petitioner, who is the accused in the proceedings arising out of 

FIR No. 970/2015, dated 05.09.2015 under Sections 409/468/471/420/34 

of the Indian Penal Code, 1860, registered at Police Station Hauz Khas, 

Delhi, has filed this petition seeking quashing of the FIR and the 

consequential proceedings, on the ground of a mediated settlement dated 

29.03.2025.  

2. After some hearing, Mr. Jalaj Srivastava, learned counsel for the 

petitioner, seeks permission to withdraw this petition without prejudice to 

the rights and contentions of the parties before the learned Trial Court.  

3. Mr. Srivastava, however, informs the Court that a revision petition 

earlier filed by the petitioner herein before the Sessions Court was 
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withdrawn in view of the aforesaid settlement arrived at. He submits that 

the petitioner be given liberty to seek remedy of revision once again.  

4. As far as this aspect is concerned, the petitioner may file a fresh 

petition for revision before the learned Sessions Court, alongwith an 

application for condonation of delay, which the learned Sessions Court 

may consider in accordance with law, including on the aspect of delay.  

5. It is made clear that this Court has not made any observations with 

regard to maintainability or merits of the proposed revision petition, 

which is for the learned Sessions Court to consider in accordance with 

law.  

6. The petition, alongwith the pending application, is thus dismissed 

as withdrawn with liberty as aforesaid.  

PRATEEK JALAN, J

FEBRUARY 7, 2026
‘Bhupi/JM’/

This is a digitally signed order.
The authenticity of the order can be re-verified from Delhi High Court Order Portal by scanning the QR code shown above.
The Order is downloaded from the DHC Server on 09/02/2026 at 12:09:43


