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Bail Slip: The accused was directed to be released an bail by the order of High
Court dated 11.08.2010 in CAR.C.M. P 2109 of 2040 in CA.R.C. 1446 of 2010.
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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

WEDMESDAY, THE TWENTY FOURTH DAY QF JULY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FOUR

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE K.SURENDER

CRIMINAL REVISION CASE NO: 1448 OF 2010

Criminal Revision filed under Sections 397 & 401 of CrPC against the judgment
passed in Crl.ANo, 50 of 2009 dated 09-08-2010 on the file of the courl of the Il
Additional District and Sessinons Judga, (FTG) at Medak, Profarred against the
judgment passed in 5.C.No. 103 of 2007 dated D8-07-2010 on the file of the court
of the Assistant Sessions Judge, Medak,

Between:
Ambar Mohan, Slo Ramulu, Agricutiurz, Rfo Pochammaral Village, Medak Mandal
and DislricL,

PETITIONER/APPELLANT/ACCUSED
AND

The State of Andhra Pradash, through PS., Madak Rural, rep. by its Public
Proseculor, High Court of AP, at Hyderabad,

...RESPONDENT/RESPONDENT/COMPLAINANT

Counsel| for the Petitioner: M/s. V. VENUGOPALA RAD
Counsel for the Respondent: PUBLIC PROSECUTOR

Tha Court made the following: ORDER



THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE K.SURENDER
CRIMINAL REVISION CASE No.1446 OF 2010
JUDGMENT:

Thig Cnminal Eevision Case is Oled by (he peltilioner
agorieved by the judement dated 09.08.2010 e Crl A Mo, 50
of 2009, on the file of 11l Additional Diatrict and Sessions
Judge  (FTC), Medalk, eonfirming the judgment dated
O9-07 2009 passed by the Assistanl Sessions Judge,

BMedal 1 5.0 . No 105 of 2007

A4 lleard the learned counsel for revision petitioner and
the learned Assistant Publie Prosecutor appearing lor

respondenl-slale.

3 The revision petitioner was tried for the offence under
Sections 306 and 493-A of IPC by the Assistant Bessions
Judge. Learned Assistant Sessions Judge found that no
pllenece under Sccotion 306 of IPC was made out, however
convicted lhe acouscd under Scclivn 4958 A of TPC. The
sald conviction was confirmed by the Bessions Courl in

Appeat.
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P The case ol the prosecubfion is that the deceased was
marricd o Lhe accused. It was 20¢ marriage for both, the
accnused and the deceased, sinee they divorced their carlier
spouses.  The allegation is thal she allempled suicide by
pourmg kerosene on to herself and setting fire. On receip
of information by the Police regarding incident, they went
t the hospital and recorded the statement.  Requisition
was also piven to lhe Magistracse who also rccorded dying

declarartion of the deceaserd,

& It was alleged thal the accuscd uscd o bharass the
deceascd and beat her on the suspicion that she was
having ilicit mmacy with her Junior father-in law and
some  other persons. On account of  conlinuous
harassment, she took cextreme step of suicide on
07082006 and  died while undergomg treatmment on

L9 09 2000,

2. During the course of trial, P.Ws. 1 tn 18 wepe
exanured, oul of whom, P"Wsa.1 to 2 and 10 furned hoatile
to the prosecution case. The version of harassment was
stated by I"'Ws.4 and 5 who the parents of the deceased.

The only allegationn against the accused is  thal he




suspected thar the deceased developed illicit intimacy with
her Junior paternal uncle namely Dasharath. The Cowrt
belisved the sersion of the parents that the conduct of the
accuaed was of such a natare which was willlul and
amountcd to oroaelty s delined under explanation of

Section 49540 af TPC.,

& Learned counsel appeanng for the revision petitioner
would submil that bald allepaton regarding suspecting the
wile cannot form basgis to show that she was haragsed.
Once the Courr hac found that none of inprecdients of
secton 36 of [PC are made out, the guestorn of convicting

the accused under Section 498-A does nol arise.

. On  the other hand, learned Public Prosecutor
subimits that thoupeh gecused was acguilted under Section
306 of IPC, the Court can convict him under Section 14935-A

al IPC. I the ngredienls are made oul,

L} Having zane through the record, the only allegation is
that the gecused suspecled that the deceased was having
affair wirh more than one person, The said suspicion and
conunuously stating that she was having allair would

amourl Lo cruclly, Howewver, Lhere is no allegation that al
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any powil ol line, Lhe acoused had physiwcally assaulied the
deceased. However, keeping 1 view that the incdent is of
Lhe  yosr, 2006 and nearly 18 years have passed by,
hwowever, accused 1s now marned and having children who
are dependent on him, this Court deems it appropriate o
reduce the sentence of imprisnnment to the period already

trwlergone by the revision petiboner.

10.  Accordingly, the Hewvizion Perition is paitlhy allowed
reducing the sentence of imprnsonment imposed by the
trial Couart and confirmed by the Sessions Coars o the
period  already undergone by the revision pelilioner,
Miscellaneous applications pending, if any, shall stand

clascd.

SD/-M.MANJULA
DEPYTY REGISTRAR
IITRUE COPYI/ A

\
| l'-"ﬂ——_'

V SECTION OFFICER

The |11 Additional Districl and Sessions Judge (FTC) at Medak.
The Assistant Sassions Judge, Medak.
The Superntendent, District Jail, Sangaraddy, Madak district.
Two GCs to Lhe Public Prosecutor, High Court for the Slale of Telangana at
Hydarabad[OUT]
5. The Station Houss Officer, Medak Rural Police Station, Medak District.
8. One CC o M's. V. Venugopala Rao, Advocale [OPUC]
7. Two CD Copics
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HIGH COURT

DATED:24/07/2024

ORDER
CRLRC.No.1446 of 2010

PARTLY ALLOWING THE CRL.R.C
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