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JUDGMENT:-  
 
 This Criminal Revision Case arises out  of the order dated 

15.11.2018 in Crl.M.P.No. 2876 of 2018 in Crl.S.R.No. 10879 of 

2018 passed by the Met ropolitan Sessions Judge, Hyderabad 

seeking to set  aside the order of dismissing the pet it ion for 

condoning the delay of 30 days in preferring the appeal 

against  the j udgment  of II Special Magist rate, Hyderabad. 

 
2)  Heard the learned counsel for the pet it ioner and 

the learned Addit ional Public Prosecutor appearing on behalf  

of the 1st respondent  – State and perused the material placed 

on record.. 

 
3)  There is no need to issue not ice to the  

2nd respondent  since the pet it ion is only in respect  of 

condoning the delay of 30 days in f il ing the appeal against  the 

j udgment .  The order of the t rial Court  shows that  as the 

pet it ioner has failed to f ile the appeal in t ime and no 

support ing material was f iled to condone the delay, the delay 

pet it ion was dismissed.  However, the order of the t rial Court  

reveals that  there was an averment  to the effect  that  the 

pet it ioner was sick and could not  f ile the appeal.  The delay 

was only 30 days in preferring the appeal against  the 
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j udgment .  The record is consist ing of the medical cert if icate 

issued by the Civil Surgeon, Osmania General Hospital,  

Hyderabad stat ing that  the pet it ioner was ent it led to medical 

leave from 25.06.2018 to 20.08.2018.  In spite of f il ing the 

said cert if icate, the t rial Court  has dismissed the applicat ion 

for condoning the delay.  Hence, the order passed by the t rial 

Court  is set  aside.  The pet it ioner is directed to f ile a pet it ion 

before the t rial Court  for recalling N.B.W issued against  him, 

and on such applicat ion being f iled, the t rial Court  shall recall 

the N.B.W. 

 
4)  Accordingly, the Criminal Revision Case is allowed. 

 As a sequel, Miscellaneous Pet it ions, if  any 

pending, shall stand disposed of as infructuous.                                                 
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