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JUDGMENT:  

 

1) The appellant , who is the accused in C.C.No.149 of 2013 (old 

C.C.No.110 of 2013) on the f ile of the Special Met ropolitan Magist rate, 

Cyberabad at  Hayathnagar, f iled this Criminal Appeal under Sect ion   374 

(2) of Cr.P.C. challenging the convict ion and sentence imposed against  

him for the offence punishable under Sect ion 138 of the Negot iable 

Inst rument  Act , 1881.   

2) A complaint  came to be f iled by the second respondent  against  the 

appellant / accused for the offence punishable under Sect ion 138 of the 

Negot iable Inst ruments Act , 1881.  By a j udgment  dated 29.09.2014, 

learned Special Met ropolitan Magist rate, Cyberabad at  Hayathnagar, 

acquit ted the accused for the said offence.  Aggrieved by the same, the 

complainant / second respondent  f iled Crl.A.No.880 of 2014, before the V 

Addit ional Met ropolitan Sessions Judge, Ranga Reddy Dist rict  at  

L.B.Nagar, Hyderabad.  Vide j udgment  dated 05.01.2017, the learned 

Sessions Judge, convicted the accused and imposed f ine of 

Rs.20,00,000/ - towards compensat ion, in default  simple imprisonment  

for six months.  Challenging the same, the present  appeal came to be 

f iled.   

3)  During pendency of the Criminal Appeal, I.A.No.3 of 2019 came to 

be f iled by the second respondent  to record the compromise. The j oint  

memo f iled by the complainant / second respondent  and the accused 

represented by his wife, J.Swapna along with the said pet it ion would 
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disclose that  at  the intervent ion of elders and well wishers, the part ies 

have set t led their disputes. 

4) Today, the second respondent  and the wife of the accused are 

present  before this Court  as the accused is languishing in j ail and they 

also f iled their proof of ident if icat ion.  When examined, both the part ies 

have stated that  at  the instance of  the elders, they have set t led the 

mat ter out  of the Court  and the second respondent  has no obj ect ion for 

set t ing aside the convict ion and sentence imposed against  the accused.  

The aff idavits f iled by both the part ies along with the Joint  Memo also 

indicate the same.    

5) In the light  of the compromise arrived at  between the part ies, the 

compromise memo f iled by both the part ies is recorded and I.A.No.3 of 

2019 is ordered.  

6) In the result ,  the Criminal Appeal is allowed in terms of 

compromise.  The convict ion and sentence recorded against  the 

appellant / accused for the offence punishable under Sect ion 138 of the 

Negot iable Inst ruments Act , 1881 in Crl.A.No.880 of 2014 on the f ile of 

the V Addit ional Met ropolitan Sessions Judge, Ranga Reddy Dist rict  at  

L.B.Nagar, Hyderabad, are set  aside and accordingly, he is acquit ted for 

the said of fence.  Consequent ly, the appellant /  accused shall be set  at  

liberty forthwith, if  he is not  required in any other case or crime. 

However, the appellant  is directed to deposit  an amount  of Rs.5,000/ - 

before the High Court  Legal Services Commit tee, Hyderabad.  

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

                                                                                                                                  
________________ 

JUSTICE G. SRI DEVI  

17.06.2019  
gkv 
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