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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  CRL.A. 106/2026 

 SANJAY JHA        .....Appellant 

Through: Mr. Shailesh Chandra Jha, 

Advocate (DHCLSC) 

    versus 

 

 BSES RAJDHANI POWER LTD    .....Respondent 

Through:  Mr. Sharique Hussain and Ms. Kirti 

Garg, Advocates. 

 CORAM: 

 HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SAURABH BANERJEE 

    O R D E R 

%    29.01.2026  

CRL.A. 106/2026 

1. By virtue of the present appeal under Section 374 of the Code of 

Civil Procedure (Cr.P.C.) read with Section 415 of the Bharatiya Nagarik 

Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 (BNSS), the appellant seeks to challenge the 

judgment on conviction dated 26.11.2025, as also the order on sentence 

dated 28.11.2025, passed by learned Additional Sessions Judge 

(Electricity Act), South District, Saket Courts, Delhi (learned Trial Court) 

in CT No.501/2020 registered at PS: Sangam Vihar, Delhi under Section 

135 of the Electricity Act, 2003. Vide the aforesaid judgment dated 

28.11.2025, the appellant was sentenced to undergo simple imprisonment 

of six months along with fine of Rs.35,24,496/-, in default whereof, to 

undergo simple imprisonment for a period of nine months. 

2. For the reasons stated therein, Admit.  

3. Issue notice. 

4. Learned counsel for the respondent accepts notice. 
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5. Let TCR be requisitioned in the digitised form from the learned 

Trial Court within a period of one week.  

6. List this appeal in due course in the category of ‘Regulars’ as per 

the year of its seniority.  

CRL.M.(BAIL) 194/2026 (for suspension of sentence)  

7. By virtue of the present application under Section 389 of the Cr.P.C. 

read with Section 430 of the BNSS, the appellant seeks suspension of 

sentence and grant of bail during the pendency of the present appeal.  

8. At the outset, learned counsel for the appellant submits that the 

appellant has already undergone a substantial period of sentence out of the 

total sentence awarded to him. 

9. Issue notice. 

10. Learned counsel for the respondent accepts notice. He seeks, and is 

granted, a period of one week to file the reply qua the precise period of 

sentence already undergone by the appellant out of the total sentence 

awarded to him. 

11. Keeping in view the nature of the facts and disputes involved, the 

parties are hereby called upon to file their respective written synopsis 

instead of reply/ rejoinder not exceeding three pages, giving a 

chronological list of dates and events and relevant documents, if any, 

alongwith duly highlighted judgments setting out the propositions of law 

therein, they wish to rely upon within a period of one week. 

12.  Let the latest Nominal Roll of the appellant be also requisitioned 

from the concerned Jail Superintendent within the aforesaid period of one 

week. 

13. Renotify on 10.02.2026. 
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CRL.M.A. 2972/2026 (direction qua sentence to run concurrently) 

14. By virtue of the present appeal under Section 467 of the Bharatiya 

Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 (BNSS), the appellant seeks to direct that 

the judgment on conviction dated 08.10.2025, as also the order on 

sentence dated 13.10.2025, passed by learned Additional Sessions Judge 

(Electricity Act), South District, Saket Courts, Delhi arising out of CT 

No.518/2019 registered at PS: Sangam Vihar, Delhi titled “BSES 

Rajdhani Power Ltd. vs. Sanjay Jha” to run concurrently with the 

judgment on conviction dated 26.11.2025 and order on sentence dated 

28.11.2025 pertaining to the present appeal. 

15. At the outset, learned counsel for the appellant submits that the 

order on sentence dated 13.10.2025 passed in CT Case No.518/2019 arises 

out of the same transaction from which the order on sentence dated 

28.11.2025 passed in CT No.501/2020.  

16. Issue notice. 

17. Learned counsel for the respondent accepts notice. 

18. Keeping in view the nature of the facts and disputes involved, the 

parties are hereby called upon to file their respective written synopsis 

instead of reply/ rejoinder not exceeding three pages, giving a 

chronological list of dates and events and relevant documents, if any, 

alongwith duly highlighted judgments setting out the propositions of law 

therein, they wish to rely upon within a period of one week. 

19.  Renotify on 10.02.2026. 

 

SAURABH BANERJEE, J 

JANUARY 29, 2026/So
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