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HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD

MONDAY THE FOURTEENTH DAY OF DECEMBER
N0 THOLUSARD AND TWENTY

FEESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAD

LANG.2 OF 2020
intAND

CRIMINAL REVISION CASE NO: 1486 OF 2019

Criminal Revision Case Under Section 397 & 401 of Cr.P.C. against

the Judgment dated 06-08-2012 in Crl.A.No. 207 of 2016on the file of the
Court of the Il Additional Metropolitan Session Judge, Hyderabad
Preferred against the order dated 11-02-2016 in CC.201 of 2015 on the file
of the Court of the X1V Special Magistrate, Hyderabad.

LAND.2 OF 2020

Betweon!

-
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1.

Badrinath . S/e GV, Chalapathy. Aged apoul 49 years, Ccc. Business, Rio
468, Flal No. 502, Sure a Mendian Gandni Nagar, Hyderabad,

... PetitionerRespondent Mo 1
AMD

GV, Sebramanyam. Sio GN. Rac. Aged atboul 44 years. Oce. Business,
Rin Blot Moo 125 Kakative MNagar,  MNeredment, Secunderabac

- RespondenUPelitionerAccused No 3
State of Telangana, Represented by the Publc Prosecutar, High Court of
Judicature at Hyderabad

Mis Divinit Beverages Pyl Lid. Rep by its Director Mr. RN, Venkatesh
Babu S'o R.M. Murthy, Aged about 51 vears, Oce, Rio 1-2-454501, Wes!
Venkatapuram, Eecunderabad.

RNV VYenkatesh Baou, S/o RN Murthy, Aged aboul 81 years, Ooc.
Business, Rio 1-2-454/211  West Venkatapuram, Secunderabad

..RESPONDENTS
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& NO: 2 OF 2020

Falilion under Saction 147 Negotiable Instruments Al praying Ral in
the circumstances stated in the affidavit iiled in support of the peliion, the High
Court. may be pleased to pearmil the Pelilionar ang tho Respondent o
Compound the offence in so far as the respondent’pelilongrfaccused No.3 in
congern By setting aside the  conviction and acouit the
respondent'petitioner’accused No.3 is concern for the offgnces under seclion
138 M. Act passad in juadgmant dated 11/02/2016 in CG.Nao., 201 of 2016 on
the file of the Honourable X1V Specal Magistrate, Hyderabad which was
confirmad by the Appellate Court vide judgment dated DBOR/2018 passed in
CriANo. 207 of 2016 on the file of the Honourable [l Addl Metropolitan
aossions Judge, Hyderabad in tha interest of justios.

CRIMINAL REVISION CASE NO: 1486 OF 2019

Between:

GV, Subramanyam, Sfo G.N. Rao, Aged aboul 44 yvears, Goe. Business. Hio
Flot Mo. 125. Kakativa Magar. Neredment, Secunderabag

-.PETITIONER/Appellant/Accused No.2
AND

1. G, Badrinath . S/o0 G.Y. Chalapalhy. Aged shoul 49 vears, Qo
Business, RBio 1-1-4G8, Flat Mo, 507 Sure g Merdian, Gandh Magar,
Hyderabad.

2. State of Telangzna, Bepresented by the Fuzlbc Prosecutor, High Court
of Judicature at Hyderabad

3. Iis Dwinit Beverages Pyt Ltd, Rap by its Director Mr. BN
Vonkatesh Babu Sio RN, Murthy, Aged about 571 vears, Ooc. Rin 1-2-
454721, Waeast Venkatapuram, Secunderabad.

4. R.NN Venkalesh Babu, 5/0 BN Murthy, Aged about 571 years, Qi
Business, Rio 1-2-454/21  West Venkatapuram, Secunderabad

..RESPONDENTS
Counsel for the Petitioner(s):SRI. MALIPEDDI SRINIVAS REDDY
Counsel for the Respondent 1: P SHASHI KIRAN
Counsel for the Respondent 2 | Public Prosecutor

Counsel for the Respondent 3&4 ; None appearead

The Gourt made the following: ORDER




HONOURABLE SRLJUSTICE P, KESHHAVA RAQ

LAN0Z of 2020
INAND
CRIMINAL REVISION CASE No. 1486 of 2019

COMMON ORDIER:

Lol of 2020 s Alea by the lirst respondent'complainant
praving this Cows 1o compoind the offence punishable under Section
138 ol the MNegotiabiz  Instrumems  Act and  acquit  the
peliioner/accused N3 by seiting aside  the  sentence  and
mmprsonment imposed in Crl.ANo 207 of 2016 dated 06.08.2019 on
the lile ol the N Additiona! Metropolizan Sessions Judge, Hvderabad,
conlirming the judgment in C.0C.No. 201 of 2015 dated 1 1.02.2016 on

the file of X1V Speaad Magistrate, Hyderabad.

This Court on 07122020 directed the parties 10 appear before
the Registrar (Judicial) on O3.12.2020 for their identification and the
Romstrar (Judiciaty therealler shall submit a report 1 Lhal effeet by
14122020, I comphance witl the above sawd order: the parties
atong with ther respective cownsel appeared belore the Registar
ludical), whoo i lerne has wdentiied them with eeference 1o thair
aadhar cards and filed a report to that efecr. The learned counsel alse
stpmed on the gudhur cards of their regpective clients,

Flaving examined the report of the Registrar (luedicial) of this
Court and the averments made in the aflidavit Oled in support of

LANG.2 of 2020 and the joint memao tiled by both parties, LA No 2 of

A0 15 alloweed,
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Iy view afthe orders possed in LA N2 of 20200 the sentence
ane imprsormment imposed in Crl, A N0, 207 91 2016 dated 06082010
aon the file of the 111 Additional Metropolitan Sessions Judge,
Huyderabad, conlirmung the  judgment in C.C N, 201 of 2015 dated
| 1022016 on the file of XIV Special Magistrate, [Ivderabad, are
hereby set aside. The petitioner is divected Lo pay [0% ol the chegue
amount to the High Court Tegal Services Commimes, Hvderabad,
within & pertod ol six weeks from today and produce the receip
Refore the Registrar tJudiciat). Failure o comply with the above said
graer, the order passed in this crininal revision cuse automatical |
stands vacaled,

decordingly, the eriminal revision case iz disposad of)

Miscellangous pelitions, if any, shall stand closed.

SDi- K.SRINIVASA RAD
DEPUTY REGISTRAR

e

SECTION OFFICER

{TRUE COPY/

The XIY Special Magistrate, Hyderabad.

The Il Additional Metropolitan Session Judge, Hyderabad,

The Superindent, Chanchalguda Priscn, Hyderabad.

High Court Legal Senvices Committee, Hyderabad,

Twr COs to Public Prosecutar, High Court for the State of Telangana at
Hyderabad [CUT]

One CC o Sq4 Malipeddi Srinivas Reddy, Advocate [CPUC]

One CC to 56 F. Shashi Kiran, Advocate [OPLUC]

Two C0 Copias

1, [Along with & copy of Joimt Memo of Compromise)
fm“ 5






HIGH COURT

DATED: 14/12/2020

e

e

COMMON ORDER ;&_L'-Jw = STATEON
LLA.No.2 OF 2020 i

IN/AND 5 21 DEC 2070
CRLRC.No. 1486 OF 2019 \s, et

DISPOSING OF THE CREL.R.C
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HECH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

CrL RO, Mo, 1486 of 2014
Fetween:

G W Bubramanyvam
..Petitioner
AT

(r. Badringth and others
v GEspencdenis

JUOINT MEMO FILED BY THE PECTTIONER AND RESPOMNDENT NO 1

L3 submmlled than heing aggricved by fhe judament divted 7 Mgist, J0TH passed in
Crlo A, Mo, 207 af 2014 on the Tile-of the Haon'aie 1 Addl Metropolitan Sessons 4l
Flvderabad in-confirming the judement dated T1 0220040 in' €O, Mo 201 of 2016 onthe

Mz o the Tion sle X% Bpecinl Muagstroie, Hyderabal the presonl revismon 15 Thed

It i subneited that when the above mivier came up for Bearing, this Hanble Conrt by an
pder dotéd LG 2020 0 LA Wi, 3ol 3HY was pleased fo gleect (ke Pentionr 1o
deposic 0% ol the tine anount as Grmesed By the Trial Cougt within o oeriod of iy

wocke om the ditte ol the ander

2 Tt i submitied than during the penderey af the above Criminal Revisian Case, Petitioner
and the Respoondent Na | had deliberntion aed Family friends bad also inlesvened and

advised themn o reconcile their differences anicable. Forther dfter much deliberations,

Petitioner and the Respondent Mo | hpd reached a zettlement amd a5 per the tenns of

settloment, Petitianer is reguived o pay o sam of s 300,000/ (Rupces Thres Lakhs
Ok ke Bessoncent ™o 1 woesacts felland Boal setlement ol all dheir dispares
pebwesrt Pettioner and the Respondent Ne 1, Further the Respondant ™a- | afids

receiving the saish siom saankbeeaperaie wark the Pettioner qo eompaona the olTenee 10 &

targs Potiliones case is cencern by Dl necessary petitions helire this Hor ke Cour.

o, iL o finther subimatieel el el o DRO2.20Z0 Petitioner B ontained Demand Deatl

vide pumber OET122 dreawn on HDEC Bank, Banjaca s Braoch [or ac-sum o s

AM0.0000 only {Rupses Theee Lakhs Cnly) in tavour of the H.csl:ﬂndcm _‘m:] ] Ful'lh':l'.

l'l:_ B ] ____-.r-.': ;?/
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i as a part of settlement, Vetittoner had handed vver the sald Demand Drafl @ ihe e,

Respundent Mo [ which wis duly sckaewlédged by Bim

b= is further submitied thar browgs spectficadty admitted  between Petitiongr akd the

i

Fespondent Mo | the Respondent $O 1 woald eoeast: the afsrementiensd Demand
[ralt for-a.sum of Rs. 3000000 (Rupces Fheee Lakhs Cinly) only slier closure w7k

abnve Crimina] Revision Cose oo aller ecehing the conpronmse in this Hoo Ble Cean,

i Further, th view ol e settenment arpived bofwder e partigs, il & prayvdd bt Peoieng
comeviciin wnder Seetion P3N Aoy passed i pocgnreny dited |1 022000 40 Mo

|- 5 - N . B i . - - L

s 201 of 2006 on the Tile of the Hon hle X1V special Mapistrawe, Hvderabad whick was

+ ; st ; R el c o oh T
; confirmed by the Appellate Cownt vide judpment dated 06" Aupust, 2018 passed i Ol

L
e A N 207 of 20016 on the tile of the Hon'ble 111 Addl. Metropalizan Sessions hulpe,

Hyderabad is set aside and Peutioner may be soguitted of the charges under Szction 158

i he ™20, Act

Checefors, it is prayed that this Hon'ble Court may be pleased 1o permil the Pelitoner and

e the Respondent Ly compound e ofitnge o =0 tar as the Petiiionen’ccused Moo 5 s
| D

e |

= concett by setting aswde e conviction and acquit the Petitioner’Aecused Mo, 2 s
"l-‘-

)
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Lo concerm top the ptfences under Secuon 3% N1 Act passcd in wdament duted

PLARZ200 am €., Mooe 200 0l 2006w the Tile of the Honhle XTIV Specil Muogestonte,

Hyderabod which wis conlirmed B the Appallae Court vide Jadgiment datea 08

Acaust, 2009 pussed in Crl A Mo, Z07 of 2008 oo the lile i dte Tonbke T Al

Mctppalitan Sessions Judpe, Dledeiibad Dy the eeest ol justice aud posssuch ather

order or orders deem Bt and proper @5 the interest o justice. |

Hence s Joint Memo. -
G
| { -'?,"' i
Place: Hyderabad PETITIONER
[ale: 19022020 f
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