
 

 

 

THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO 

 

 

CRIMINAL REVISION CASE No.1874 of 2010 

 

ORDER: 

 

 Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner and  the lea rned  

Pub lic  Prosec utor appearing for the 1st respondent-Sta te. 

 The p resent c rimina l revision c ase is filed  c ha lleng ing the order 

passed  in C.C.Sr.No.2763 of 2009 da ted  11.8.2010 on the file of the 

Court of the Jud ic ia l Magistra te of I Class, Pithapuram, in d ismissing  the 

c ompla int filed  by the petitioner aga inst the respondents 2 to 54.         

 The fac ts in b rief a re tha t the petitioner herein filed  a  c omp la int 

sta ting  tha t the respondents 2 to 56 herein c onsp ired  together and  

formed  themselves into an unlawful assemb ly a rmed  with stic ks, knives 

and  iron rods on 11.8.2009 a t 11 pm, damaged  the entranc e iron ga te 

and  forc ib ly entered  into va rious rooms of residentia l house of the 

petitioner and  threa tened  the women folk and  other members of the 

family. Pursuant to the sa id  c omp la int, Crime No.105 of 2009 was 

reg istered  on 15.9.2009. The polic e, a fter examining the c omp la inant, 

rec orded  the sta tements of PWs.1 to 21 and  referred  the c ase as fa lse 

one. It is mentioned  in the fina l report tha t the Government, SEZ 

authorities have sanc tioned  Rs.5,66,800/ - towards c ompensa tion and  

the amount was pa id  in the name of the petitioner/ c ompla inant. Sinc e 

respondents 2 to 56 went to the house of the petitioner in good  fa ith 

and  asked  for d istribution of the sa id  c ompensa tion, the petitioner filed  

the c omp la int. Tha t apart, the petitioner in his sworn sta tement has 

sta ted  tha t on 13.8.2009 a t 11.00 pm, A.1 to A.54 a ttac ked  his house 

demand ing d istribution of c ompensa tion amount and  damaged  the 
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artic les. In the c omp la int, the petitioner has sta ted  tha t the offenc e 

was c ommitted  on 11.8.2009 but not on 13.8.2009. PW.2 in his sworn 

sta tement has sta ted  tha t the offenc e took p lac e on 11.8.2009 a t 11.00 

am. There is va ria tion with regard  to the da te of offenc e in the sworn 

sta tement and  a lso the timing. In these c irc umstanc es, the Court 

below has d ismissed  the c omp la int. Cha lleng ing the same, the p resent 

c rimina l revision c ase is filed . 

 Learned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner would  c ontend  

tha t due to mistake, the petitioner has sta ted  13.8.2009 instead  of 

11.8.2009. However, in the c omp la int, the petitioner has c a tegoric a lly 

sta ted  11.8.2009 a t 11 pm but not 13.8.2009. Tha t apart, PW.2 in his 

sworn sta tement has sta ted  tha t the inc ident happened  on 11.8.2009 

a t 11 am.  

 Learned  Pub lic  Prosec utor appearing  for the 1st respondent-

Sta te has c ontended  tha t there is ma teria l inc onsistenc y with regard  to 

the da te and  time of c ommission of offenc e in the evidenc e of PWs.1 

and  2. 

In the light of this d isc repanc y, this c ourt does not find  any 

irregula rity or illega lity in the order passed  by the lea rned  Magistra te in 

d ismissing the c omp la int. Therefore, there a re no merits and  the 

c rimina l revision c ase is liab le to be d ismissed . 

 Ac c ord ing ly, the Crimina l Revision Case is d ismissed .  

   Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, sha ll stand  c losed .  

 

                                                                              ________________________ 

                        JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAO 

 

Date: 24/ 09/ 2018 

lkv 
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