BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED : 05.08.2021
CORAM:
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE R.PONGIAPPAN
Crl.RC (MD)No.651 of 2017

Adhimoolam : Petitioner / Appellant / Sole Accused
Vs.

The Inspector of Police,

Dindigul Taluk Police Station,

Dindigul District.

(Crime No.688 of 2011) : Respondent / Respondent / Complainant

PRAYER: The Criminal Revision case is filed under Section 397 r/w 401 of
the Code of Criminal Procedure, to call for the records relating to the
judgment in C.A.No.15 of 2014 dated 05.07.2017 on the file of the learned
Additional Sessions Court, Dindigul and confirming the Jjudgment in
C.C.N0.267/2011 dated 26.03.2014 on the file of the Judicial Magistrate
Court No.l, Dindigul, set aside the same and allow this Criminal Revision
Petition.

For Petitioner : Mr.M.Subash Babu
For Respondent : Mr.M.Muthumanikkam
Government Advocate

ORDER

This Criminal Revision Case 1is filed against the judgment dated
05.07.2017 passed in C.A.No.1l5 of 2014 Dby the Additional Sessions Court,
Dindigul, confirming the judgment passed by the Judicial Magistrate Court
No.I, Dindigul in C.C.No.267 of 2011 dated 26.03.2014.

2.The sole accused 1in C.C.No.267 of 2011 on the file of the
Judicial Magistrate Court No.I, Dindigul, 1s the revision petitioner.
Before the trial Court, he has been convicted by the learned Judicial
Magistrate No.I, Dindigul, under Section 420 of I.P.C and sentenced to
undergo one vyear simple imprisonment and to pay a fine of Rs.1,000/-, in
default to undergo one month simple imprisonment. Challenging the
conviction and sentence, the petitioner herein preferred an appeal in
C.A.No.1l5 of 2014, wherein the learned Additional Sessions Judge,
Dindigul, by an order dated 05.07.2017, confirmed the sentence rendered
by the trial Court. Challenging the correctness of the judgment rendered
by the Court below, the petitioner is before this Court, by way of filing
the present Criminal Revision Case.

3.Today, when the revision came up for hearing, the learned
counsel appearing for the petitioner and the learned Government Advocate
(crl.side) appearing for the respondent are appeared before this Court in
hybrid mode. Both the learned counsel appearing on either side submitted
that the sentence (i.e., one year) awarded under Section 420 of I.P.C has
already been undergone by the accused. The said submission made by the
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4.In view of the same, nothing survives for further adjudication
in this revision. Accordingly, the present Criminal Revision Case 1is
ciligsEds

Sd/-

Assistant Registrar (CS ITI)
// True Copy //

/ /2021
Sub Assistant Registrar (CS)

To:-
1.The Additional Sessions Court, Dindigul.
2.The Judicial Magistrate Court No.l, Dindigul.

3.The Inspector of Police,
Dindigul Taluk Police Station,
Dindigul District.

4.The Additional Public Prosecutor,
Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
Madurai.

5.The Section Officer,
Criminal Section (Records),
Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
Madurai.
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