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e Petitioner/ Accused was directed to be released on bail by the
h Court dated 20.02.2008, in Cri.M.P.No. 361 of 2008, in Cri.R.C

8. §

THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD ‘

FRIDAY THE TWENTY NINTH DAY OF DECEMBER

TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY THREE

PRESENT

TE'HE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE E.V. VENUGOPAL

Criminal

CRIMINAL REVISION CASE NO: 256 OF 2008

Revision Case under Sections 397&401 of Cr.P.C. against the

Judgment dated 19.2.2008 made in Crl.Appeal No.183/2006 on the file of the Court
of the | Additional Sessions Judge, Karimanagar, Preferred against the Order

passed in CC
Special Judicid

Between:

Channaman
39/A (Old), ¢

AND
1. The Stat

No. 561 of 2003 dated 22.11.2006 on the file of the Court of the
! Magistrate of First Class, Excise, Karimnagar.

eni Karunakar Rao, S/o. Kishan Rao, Occ: Business, R/o. H.No. 9-
9-4-107(new ) Sreenagar Colony, Karimnagar District

_PETITIONER :* 7%

e of A.P., through Public Prosecutor, High Court of AP., Hyderabad.

2. Thanneeru Anil Rao, Slo. Anjan Rao, Occ: Business, R/o. 9-6-169,

Ramnag

ar, Karimnagar.

...RESPONDENTS

Counsel for the Petitioner : SRI. VIVEK JAIN

Counsel for th
Counsel f;)r‘th

The Court mad

e Respondents : SRIC. SHARAN REDDY
Respondent No.1 : ASSISTANT PUBLIC PROSECUTOR

je the following:
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HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE E.V.VENUGOPAL

CRIMINAL REVISION CASE No.256 of 2008

ORDER:

This Criminal Revision Case is filed under Sections 397
and 401 Cr:P.C. aggrieved by the judgment in C.C.No.561 of
2003, dated 79.11.2006 passed by the Special Judicial
Magistrate of First Class, Excise, Karimnagar as confirmed by
the judgment in Crl.A.No.183 of 2006, dated 19.02.2008 passed

by the 1 Additional Sessions Judge, Karimnagar.

2. Heard the learned counsel for the petitioner as well as the
learned Assistant Public Prosecutor appearing for respondent-

State.

3. By filing a Memo vide USR.No.114268 of 2023, learned
counsel for the petitioner would submit that the notice sent to
the petitioner was returned with an endorsement “Addressee
Left” énd the consistent efforts made to contact the petitioner
have gone in vain. Therefore, seeks to close the présent

criminal revision case as «Lack of Instructions™




4.

I

respondent- 1
State is present and takes no objection to th
on to the same.

5.

counsel for th iti
e . )
petitioner, this criminal revision ca
se stands

closed, granti i
granting liberty to the petitioner to work
out the

C ) ]
emedies as available under law

.f -
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revision case, shall also stand closed

To,

RO ER

Y |

SDJ- M.RAMANA KRISHNA a8

DEPUTY REGISTRAR
[ITRUE COPY// |

SECTION OFFICER

The | Additional gessions Judge, Karimanagar,
The Special Judicial Magistrate of First Class, Exc

i dent, District Jail, Karimnagar.

The Superinten
One CC to SRL. VIVEK JAIN, Advocate [oPUC]

One CC 1o SRIC. SHARAN REDDY, Advocate [OPUC]
Two CCs 10 Public Prosecutor, High Court for the State of Telangana at

Hyderabad. (OUT)

ise, Karimnagar.
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HIGH COURT

DATED:298/12/2023

ORDER
CRLRC.No.256 of 2008

CLOSING THE CRIMINAL REVISION CASE
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