HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT HYDERABAD
FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AND THE STATE OF ANDHRA PRADESH

[HURSDAY, THE WNINETEENTH DAY COF APRIL, -
TWO THOUSAND AND EIGHTEEN
FRESENT i

THE HOM'BLE SRI JUSTICE U.DURGA PRASAD RAO

e Mo ool 2014
I
CRLF ™o, 1187 of 2018

Eetweasan:
annay Shiva anjali Devi, Wio Venkala Krishng Rao
PetibonarDelaclo Complainanl
ARD

1. The Slate of Andhra Pradesh, rep by its Public Prosecutor, High Coun of Andhra

Pradesh Hydsranan
Respondent

Tannaru Magazwar Rao, Sia. Lakshimi Narayana, Ocs: Palitical Activizl, S
Jaggaiahpet, Krishna District

]

PetitoncriAccusce

Fatition under Section 452 of Cr.P 2 |:.*r3;-i'1ﬂ that in the circumstances stated in
the pebtion and the grounds fled in SR, the High Court may be ploasaed to permil the
pelilicner o campound Iht-* pifance under gravisions of lhe Seclions 374020, 384 420
and 506 of IPC and dischamgs the petitionsrAccused from the above offence, pending
gisposal ol CriP Mo, 11872018 or the Ble al the High Gorl,

The Paftion coming on lor bearing upon parasing he paklion and grounds fled
hzrein and upon hearing the arguments of Sri DoRavi Kumar Reddy, Agvocaie for the
Patitionar, the Pablic Prcbudl,tnl (AP for the Respondent Mol and of S P NLKIran
Kurmar, Advncals for lhe Respondent Ma. 2, 1he Court mads The (allowing

ORDER:

* Heard both sides.
21 The complaint allegations are that the complainant incurred loss in sarees
business and hence she left the said business and on the advice of her friends,
she joined in politics where she got acquaintance with accused and he took Rs.5
lakhs on the promise that he will give lift to har political career and from time to
timg she gave him Rs.20 lakhs. Thereafter, the accused without her consent had
sexual intercourse by making false promize. Basing on the said complaint the
police registered a case in Cr.No.761 of 2017.
3) Pending Criminal Petition, the parties filed the instant LANO.3 of 2018
seeking permission to compound the offence. In this 1A, defacto complainant filed
an affidavit stating that herself and accused were working in the same political
party and due to acquaintance, she used to give money to him and he returned the
same but the money given by har in 2011—=2014 was not returned by him.
Therefore on the ill advice of the persons who are inimical to the accused she
gave a false complaint against him with the hope that she could get back her
money. She stated that except the money transactions she had no other issue
with the accused, The common friends and well-wishers have conducted
panchayat and resalved the maney dispute between tham and hence she has no
interest to prosecute the case and she has no chjection for compounding the
offence,
. §] It iz true that offence under Section 3TB2)nN) IPC s a grave offence.
Howewver, in view of the affidavit filed by the 2 respondent/defacto complainant,
thiz Court is of the view that even if the investigation is proceeded and parties are
driven ko trial no useful purpose will be served. Considering it, LANG.2 of 2018 is
allowed and permission is accorded to the parties to compound the offence.”

sd/- N.PURUSHOTHAM REDDY
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The BHO, Pelamala Police Station, Vijayawada, Krshna Dislrict

Tannery Mageswar Rao, /0. Lakshmi Naravana, Coc Political Activist, Rl
Jaggaiahoat, Krighra District,

Two GGs to Public Prosscutar (AR, High Court, Hwd{DUT)

Cne CC 1o Sri DRavi Kumar Reddy, Advocate [OPUC)

Una spare capy
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DATED: 19-04-2018
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