
 

 

 

 

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAO 

 

CRIMINAL REVISION CASE No.2203 OF 2014  

 

 

O R D E R : 

 

 Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioners. 

 

 Pursuant to the orders of this Court,  the persona l notic e taken 

out on the first respondent  was returned  un-served  with an 

endorsement  “ unc la imed” .   The same is filed  as p roof of servic e 

vide  USR No.309 of 2015, da ted  23.1.2015.   Therefore, this Court 

takes the sa id  endorsement as deemed servic e.    

 The p resent Crimina l Revision Case is filed  c ha lleng ing the 

orders passed  in Crimina l Misc ellaneous Petition No.592 of 2014  in 

Crimina l Appea l No. 811 of 2014, da ted  28.10.2014  on the file of III 

Add itiona l Distric t and  Sessions Judge, Ranga  Reddy Distric t, a t 

L.B.Nagar. 

 The fac ts in b rief a re tha t the first respondent herein filed  a  

c ompla int vide  C.C.No.19 of 2014 aga inst the petitioner for the 

offenc e under Sec tion 138 of  Negotiab le  Instruments Ac t.     The 

tria l Court, a fter tria l c onvic ted  the petitioner vide  Judgment, da ted  

30.9.2014 sentenc ing him to undergo simp le imprisonment  for a  

period  of three months and  to pay a  fine of Rs. 7,00,000/ - towards 

c ompensa tion, within one month, fa iling  whic h,  he has to undergo 

simp le imprisonment  for another three months.  Aggrieved  by the 

same Judgment, the petitioner filed  an appea l in Crimina l Appea l 

No.811 of 2014  on the file of  the Court of  III  Add itiona l Distric t 

Judge, Ranga  Reddy Distric t.   Pend ing the appea l, the petitioner 

filed  Crl.M.P.No.592 of 2014 seeking suspension of the c onvic tion 
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and  sentenc e as awarded  in C.C.No.19 of 2014.  The lower 

appella te Court, a fter hearing  passed  orders on 28.10.2014 

suspend ing the opera tion of sentenc e passed  by the tria l Court  till  

the d isposa l of the appea l on the c ond ition tha t the petitioner  sha ll 

deposit 1/ 4th  of the c ompensa tion amount  as awarded  by the tria l 

c ourt and  on his exec uting  bond  for Rs.10,000/ , with two sureties 

eac h for a  like sum  to the sa tisfac tion of the tria l Court.   As fa r as 

the sec ond  limb  is c onc erned , the petitioner has c omp lied  with the 

same, by exec uting  a  bond  for a  sum of Rs. 10,000/ - with two 

sureties for the like sum.  Aggrieved  by the first limb  of the order  

d irec ting  him to deposit 1/ 4th of the c ompensa tion amount, the 

Crimina l Revision Case is filed . 

 Learned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner would  c ontend  

tha t the c ond ition imposed  by the lower appella te Court is 

improper and  unsusta inab le in law.  While suspend ing the sentenc e, 

the lower appella te Court c annot d irec t him to deposit 1/ 4th of the 

amount and   the c ond ition imposed  by the lower appella te Court is 

onerous. 

 Though the notic e is ordered , the first respondent refused  to 

rec eive the same. 

 This Court on 06.11.2014 in Crl.R.C.M.P.No.3644 of 2014  

granted  interim suspension of the order, da ted  28.10.2014 in  

Crl.M.P.No.592 of 2014  in Crl.A.No.811 of 2014, with regard  to 

payment of 1/ 4th of the c ompensa tion amount, within a  period  of 

two weeks  from the da te of the order, in view of the Judgments of 

the Apex Court reported  in  (2007) 6 SCC 528 and 2012 (1) ALD (Crl.) 

803 (SC).   Though the   Sec tion 357 (3) of Cr.P.C. c ontemp la tes tha t 

when the c ourt  imposes a  sentenc e of whic h fine does not form a   
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pa rt, the Court may, when  passing  the Judgment, order the 

ac c used  person  to pay by way of c ompensa tion suc h amount as 

may be spec ified  in the order, unlike sub  Sec tion 2 of Sec tion 357 

Cr.P.C.,  whic h c ontemp la te tha t the  fine is  imposed  in a  c ase 

whic h is   sub jec t to appea l,  but still this  Court  having c onsidered  

the fac ts and  c irc umstanc es, c an suspend  the c ompensa tion 

imposed by the tria l Court.  Therefore, in the light of the law la id  

down by the Apex Court, as sta ted  supra , this Court without 

expressing anything on merits, d irec t the III Add itiona l Distric t and  

Sessions Judge, Ranga  Reddy Distric t a t L.B.Nagar,  to d ispose of the 

appea l itself, w ithin a  period  of two months from the da te of rec eip t 

of a  c opy of this order.    

 In the light of the above, the Crimina l Revision Case is 

d isposed  of with the above sa id  observa tion.    

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

 

_____________________________ 

SRI JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAO,  J 

 

 

Dated:  10/ 09/ 2018 

Slk 
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