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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ CRL.REV.P. 840/2017
RATNESH SHYAM ..... Petitioner

Through: Mr. Parikshit Mahipal, Adv.
versus

STATE & ANR. ..... Respondents
Through: Mr. G.M. Farooqui, APP for State.

Mr. Dushyant Swaroop, Adv. for R-2.
CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. PATHAK

O R D E R

% 09.11.2017

Petitioner was convicted under Section 138 of the Negotiable

Instruments Act, 1881 (for short, ‘the Act’). Appeal has been dismissed.

Petitioner has preferred present revision against his conviction as well as

sentenced handed down to him under Section 138 of the Act.

It is submitted that petitioner and respondent no.2 have now settled the

matter amicably. In terms of the settlement, petitioner has paid `1.60 lacs to

the respondent no.2 vide a demand draft, photocopy whereof has been placed

on record. Respondent no. 2 has accepted the settled amount. It is prayed that

offence under Section 138 of the Act may be permitted to be compounded in

view of the settlement.

Keeping in view that a settlement has been arrived at between the

petitioner and respondent no.2, inasmuch as, settled amount has been paid to

the complainant, offence under Section 138 of the Act is permitted to be



compounded and impugned judgment as well as order are set aside. Petitioner

be released from the jail, if not required in any other case.

Petition is disposed of in the above terms. Miscellaneous application is

disposed of as infructuous.

Dasti.

A.K. PATHAK, J.

NOVEMBER 09, 2017
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