
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE C. PRAVEEN KUMAR 

Crl.P.M.P. Nos. 3862 and 3963 of 2016 
IN/AND 

Criminal Revision Case No.2014 of 2016  
 

 

COMMON ORDER:  

 
 The present  Criminal Revision Case is f iled under 

Sect ions 397 and 401 of Cr.P.C. quest ioning the j udgment  

dated 18.07.2016 passed in Crl.A.No.258 of 2015 on the f ile of 

the XI Addit ional Sessions Judge, Piler, Chit toor Dist rict ,  which 

has reversed the acquit tal j udgment  dated 29.07.2015 made 

in STC No.38 of 2013 (old No.11 of 2012) on the f ile of 

Addit ional Judicial Magist rate of I Class, Piler, Chit toor 

Dist rict .   

 
 The f irst  respondent  herein f iled a private complaint  

against  the pet it ioner for an offence punishable under Sect ion 

138 of the Negot iable Inst ruments Act , 1881(for short ,  ‘ the 

Act ’ ).  Vide j udgment  dated 29.07.2015, the learned 

Addit ional Judicial Magist rate of First  Class, Piler, acquit ted 

the pet it ioner/ accused and cancelled the bail bonds after six 

months from the date of j udgment .  Challenging the same, 

the f irst  respondent  herein preferred Crl.A.No.258 of 2015 

before the XI Addit ional Sessions Judge, Piler, Chit toor 
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Dist rict .   The learned Sessions Judge by his j udgment  dated 

18.07.2016 allowed the appeal reversing the j udgment  of 

acquit tal passed by the t rial Judge. Aggrieved by the same the 

present  revision is f iled by the accused.   

 
 Pending revision both the part ies are said to have 

set t led their disputes, which lead to f il ing of Crl.R.C.M.P.No. 

3862 of 2016 seeking permission of the Court  to compound the 

offence under Sect ion 138 read with Sect ion 142 of the Act .   

Crl.P.M.P.No.3863 of 2016 is also f iled seeking to record the 

compromise vide j oint  Memo dated 29.09.2016.  The aff idavit  

f iled in support  of Crl.P.M.P.No.3863 of 2016 would disclose 

that  both the part ies have set t led their dispute in the 

presence of elders and the complainant  has also received the 

cheque amount  from the pet it ioner/ accused.  Today, both the 

part ies are present  before the Court  and they were ident if ied 

by their respect ive counsel.  When examined, the complainant  

stated that  at  the instance of the elders, she has set t led the 

mat ter out  of the Court  and she has no obj ect ion for 

acquit t ing the accused in the above criminal revision case.  

 
 Sect ion 147 of the Act  reads as under; 
 



 3 

 “ Notwithstanding anything contained in the 

Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 (2 of 1974) every 

offence punishable under this Act  shall be 

compoundable” . 

 
 In view of the compromise entered into between the 

part ies and taking into considerat ion the social status of the 

part ies, permission for compounding the offence is accorded 

without  imposing any penalty.  

 
 For the aforesaid reasons, Crl.R.C.M.P.Nos.3862 and 

3863 of 2016 are ordered and the Criminal Revision Case is 

allowed, acquit t ing the accused for an offence punishable 

under Sect ion 138 of the Act .  

 

Miscellaneous pet it ions, if  any, pending in this revision 

shall stand closed.    

   
                                                                                                               

                                          ____________________ 
C. PRAVEEN KUMAR, J 

29.09.2016  
vhb  


