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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

CRL.M.C. 2250/2016

SUbDHADAS L Petitioner
Through  Mr.A. Maitri, Adv.

Versus
BOP PROJECTS(P)LTD ... Respondent
Through
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE P.S.TEJI
ORDER
% 02.06.2016

Crl.M.A. 9460/2016 (Exemption)

Application is allowed subject to just exceptions.
Crl.M.C. 2250/2016 & Crl.M.A. 9459/2016 (Stay)

The present petition has been filed by the counsdl for the
petitioner being aggrieved by the order dated 27.05.2016 passed by
the Court below vide which the matter has been adjourned to
19.11.2016. The only grievance of the petitioner is that if the

petitioner/complainant wishes to compound the offences against the
accused persons then he should be entertained by the Court below
even during the pendency of this petition before 09.11.2016. It has
been submitted by the counsal for the petitioner that the respondent
no.1 and 4 have aready been served.

In the facts and circumstances, this Court is of the considered
opinion that the order dated 27.05.2016 adjourning the matter to



09.11.2016 would not come in the way if both the parties move ajoint
application during the period in between.
The present petition and application are disposed of

accordingly.
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