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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ CRL.REV.P. 309/2025

RAJEEV KAUSHIK & ORS. ... Petitioners
Through: ~ Mr. M. M. Singh and Ms. Natasha
Goel, Advs.
Versus

STATENCT OF DELHI & ORS. ... Respondents

Through:  Mr. Raghuinder Verma, APP for State
with Mr. Aditya Vikram Singh, Adv. with ACP
Deepak Chandra and W/SI Garima, PS Ranjeet

Nagar
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY DIGPAUL
ORDER
% 12.08.2025

CRL.M.A. 23576/2025

1.  Exemption allowed, subject to all just exceptions.

2. The application stands disposed of.

CRL.M.A. 23577/2025

3. Through the present application, the petitioners seek condonation of
delay in re-filing CRL.REV.P. 309/2025.

4. Owing to sufficient cause being shown in the application, the same is

allowed, and the delay of 48 days in re-filing the revision petition stands
condoned.

5. Accordingly, the application stands disposed of.
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CRL.REV.P. 309/2025 & CRL.M.A. 23575/2025 (Stay)

6.  Through the present petition, the petitioners seek setting aside the
impugned order dated 14.02.2025 passed by learned ASJ, Delhi in SC No.
297/2013 arising out of FIR no. 05/2023.

7. Issue notice of the petition as well as the accompanying application of

stay.

8.  Learned APP for State, who appears on advance notice, accepts notice
and seeks some time to file status report/reply. Let the same be filed at least
three days prior to the next date of hearing.

9. It is pointed out by learned counsel for the petitioners that in the
prayer clause of the present petition, there is a typographical mistake as
regards to the FIR number which is mentioned as FIR no. 05/2013 instead of
FIR No. 05/2023. He seeks some time to file amended petition along with
the amended prayer. Let the same be filed within two weeks from today.

10. In view of the mandate of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in Jagjeet
Singh & Ors. vs. Ashish Mishra @ Monu & Anr., 2022 9 SCC 321, the
complainant/victim is entitled to be heard in the present proceedings.
Accordingly, let intimation be sent by the Investigating Officer to the
complainant/victim informing them that they are entitled to be heard in the
present proceedings, for which they may remain present (either in-person or
via videoconferencing) or be represented on the next date.

11.  Liston 17.11.2025.

AJAY DIGPAUL, J

AUGUST 12, 2025
gs/av
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