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COMMON ORDER:   
 

The Criminal Revision Case is f iled, under Sect ions 397 and 401 of the 

Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973, (‘ the CrPC’ , for short ) assailing the 

j udgment , dated 29.12.2016, passed in Criminal Appeal No.204 of 2014 on the 

f ile of the Court  of the learned II Addit ional Met ropolitan Sessions Judge, 

Visakhapatnam, whereby, the said learned Sessions Judge, while dismissing the 

said appeal confirmed the convict ion recorded and sentence imposed against  

the pet it ioner/ accused, in the j udgment , dated 12.09.2014, in C.C.No.458 of 

2013 rendered by the learned Special Judicial First  Class Magist rate, 

(Prohibit ion & Excise), Visakhapatnam. 

Pending revision, Crl.R.C.M.P.No.2881 of  2017 is f iled by the pet it ioner-

accused under Sect ion 147 of the Negot iable Inst ruments Act , 1881, read with 

Sect ion 482 of the CrPC, request ing for permission to compound the offence 

and allow the criminal revision case, set  aside the j udgment  of the Court  

below, whereby the j udgment  of the t rial Court  is confirmed; and, accordingly 

acquit  the pet it ioner-accused.   

When the mat ter was taken up, the pet it ioner-accused and the 2nd 

respondent -complainant  are present .  They produced copies of their respect ive 

ident ity proofs.  They are also ident if ied by their respect ive counsel.  When 

examined, they stated that  they amicably set t led the mat ter and that  in 

pursuance of the said set t lement , the pet it ioner/ accused paid a sum of 

Rs.1,50,000/ - to the 2nd respondent / complainant  and the same is received by 

him towards full and f inal set t lement .  The 2nd respondent / complainant  stated 

that  no further amounts are due to him from the pet it ioner-accused and that  
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the terms of compromise are reduced into writ ing in the form of j oint  memo, 

which is signed by the part ies and their counsel.   They asserted the terms of 

the compromise and stated that  they have voluntarily and willingly entered 

into compromise without  any force or pressure from any quarter. 

Further, in compliance of the guidelines in the decisions in Damodar S. 

Prabhu v. Sayed Babalal1 and R. Vij ayan v. Baby2,  the pet it ioner paid a sum of 

Rs.15,000/ - (10% of the cheque amount ) to the High Court  Legal Services 

Commit tee by way of Demand Draft  bearing No.886767 drawn on the Secretary, 

High Court  Legal Services Commit tee vide, Receipt  No.846, dated 29.06.2017.  

In the circumstances, Crl.RC.MP.No.2881 of 2017 is allowed and the 

pet it ioner-accused and the 2nd respondent -complainant  are permit ted to 

compound the offence.  Consequent ly, Criminal Revision Case is allowed and 

the j udgment , dated 29.12.2016, passed in Criminal Appeal No.204 of 2014 on 

the f ile of  the Court  of the learned II Addit ional Met ropolitan Sessions Judge, 

Visakhapatnam, whereby, the j udgment  of convict ion, dated 12.09.2014, 

recorded in C.C.No.458 of 2013 by the learned Special Judicial First  Class 

Magist rate, (Prohibit ion & Excise), Visakhapatnam, was confirmed is set  aside 

and the pet it ioner-accused is acquit ted of the offence/ s for which he was 

found guilt y.  His bail bonds shall stand cancelled.  The Joint  Memo f iled by the 

part ies shall form part  of this order.  

Miscellaneous pet it ions pending, if  any, shall stand closed.  
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