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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ CRL.A. 435/2014

SATBIR SINGH DALAL ... Appellant
Through:  Mr. S.D. Dixit, Adv.
Versus

STATENCT OF DELHI & ANR. ... Respondents

Through:  Ms. Meenakshi Chauhan, APP.
Mr. Sunil Fernandes, Standing
Counsal with Ms. Anju Thomas, Adv.

for R-2.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. PATHAK
ORDER
% 16.11.2017

Subject matter involved in the present appeal has been settled between
the accused (appellant) and complainant (respondent no.2) before the Delhi
High Court Mediation & Conciliation Centre on 14™ March, 2017. Counsel
for the respondent no.2 admits that entire settled amount stands paid. She
submits that she has instructions from the respondent no.2 to convey to this
Court that respondent no.2 has no objection for compounding of the offence.

Accordingly, in view of the settlement arrived at before the Mediation
Centre, offence under Section 135 read with Section 150 of the Electricity

Act, 2003 is permitted to be compounded and appellant is acquitted.



Appea isdisposed of in the above terms. Miscellaneous application

Is disposed of asinfructuous.

A.K.PATHAK, J.
NOVEMBER 16, 2017
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