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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ CRL.A. 267/2011

RAMESH CHAND GUPTA ..... Appellant
Through :Mr. Sachin Gupta, Adv. with

appellant in person.

versus

STATE & ORS ..... Respondents
Through Mr. M.S. Farooqui, APP for respondent

no. 1
Mr. Sunil Fernandes, Standing Counsel
with Mr. Arnav Vidyarthi and Ms.
Anju Thomas, Advs. for respondent no.
2

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. PATHAK

O R D E R

% 21.09.2017

It is submitted that appellant and complainant have settled their disputes

amicably before the Delhi High Court Mediation and Conciliation Centre on 4th

September, 2017 vide a Settlement Agreement, inasmuch as settled amount has

been paid by the appellant to the complainant; therefore offence under Section

135 of the Electricity Act, 2003, may be permitted to be compounded. Learned

counsel for the respondent no. 2 admits that appellant has paid the settled

amount.

Keeping in view the settlement arrived at between the appellant and the

complainant, offence under Section 135 of the Electricity Act, 2003 is



permitted to be compounded. Appellant is acquitted.

Appeal is disposed of in the above terms.

A.K. PATHAK, J.

SEPTEMBER 21, 2017
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