IN THE COURT OF THE JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE OF FIRST CLASS AT
HUSNATAD,

Prenent S P PNADEET NATN, AL LLM,
duoehetad Miggistrate of Fiese Class, Husnabad.

vy, Hhis the 0 day ol July, 2015,

G No 78 0 2014,
Between: (

State of AP throuph (he Suhy lnrpector ol
Police, Husnabad

(Cr. Noo 1272000 of P Horarabed)
... Complamant.

/1 AND //

|
Kondeti Venu, 870 Novadah, 220 veans, S0 Madipn, R/o. Sanjecvaiah Colony,

Husnabad,
.. Accused.,

This case s commgy one hetore e foe final hearing on 23-06-2015 in the
presence of Cirele Tnapector, T Proscecution and of Sric S, Ashok Kumar, counscl
for the Accused, having heen heard and stood over for consideration, till this day

the court delivered the Tollowing:
sJUDGMENT:

1. That the accused charped before this court lor the offences under sections

448, 384, 323, 200, hoo ol L'C for house trespass, Extortion, Voluntarily

causing hurt, abusing [y lnpuage and for threatening the defacto-
complainant, Konda Venlate: Lo,
liled o report u/s 173 of Cr.P.C

2. The Sub [nspector ol Police, [ tusnabad VS

with the following avermentysan briel:

oy o : 3
ol ;,‘:‘ "‘-ﬂ«}}%)l SO at 2120 howrs the petitioner Konda Venkateshwarlu, S/o.
N

¢ ‘.‘-{E\;n'v 20 vears, /oo Hanman Nagar, Ilusnabad came to P.S. and
o)

- en complaint staiimg that he is the resident of Husnabad, he

"Mee Seva Center nea Mallechettu chowrastha, On 11.01.2014

- I‘/h ; 215
' Whout .00 pane when he was working on computers, certificates by

closing the shutter, one Kondeti Venu, S7o. Narsaiah, R/o. Husnabad

eriminally trespassed o hise Mee Seva Center by lifting the shutter up,

threntened 1o give moneyv. When he asked where is the amount that he

due to hinn, on that he abused bim an fily language beat him with hands
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and lhlLdlCl]Cd him to kill and made suound by beating the computer

table, by hearing that soundi 1. Dubala Srinivas, S/o. Lingaiah, 35 yrs,
R/o. Husnabad, 2. Mohammad Sikindar, S/o. Pasha, R/o. Husnabad 3
P. Shckar Goud, S/o. Ella Gé)le R/o. Husnabad came there, he left his
shop saying that he would kill me. Therefore, he requested to take

necessary action against the accused,

3. Basing on the complaint given by Lw.1, Sl ol police Husnabad registered a
case in Cr‘,Nog“|2/20l4 and issued FIR. During the course of investigation
he examined and recorded the statements of LW. 1 to 4, visited the seene of .
offence drafted the crime details form in the presence of LW.5 and 6. On

12-01-2014 at about 12.00am SI of police, apprehended the accused and

on interrogation they voluntarily admitted to have committed the offences

Accused was sent for judicial remand and after completion of cntirc

investigation SI of police, filed charge sheet.

4 This case was taken on file for the offences U/scc. 448, 384, 323, 290 and

506 of IPC against the sole accused and process was issued.

5. On appearance of accused before the court, copies of documents upon

,n‘w'-)—,h which the prosccution proposed to be relied upon, werce furnished 16

1’\

}uscd as required U/S. 207 of Cr.P. C. Accused is examined U/S. 239
v 30
ﬁ%é P.C. and the accusation against accused for the offences U/sec.244%8
; b
?}57 323, 290 and 506 ol IPC was read over and cxplained to him i

clu;’u for which he denied and pleaded not guilty and claimed to be tried,

6. In order to establish the guilt of accused the prosccution examined PW-1

and got marked Ex.P1 to P3..

7. That the Lw.1/Defacto-Complainant has been cxamined as Pw.i and

deposcd that at about two years back, on onc day night while | was going
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to his home {rom the ma

U.l\‘l! he e

from back side,

then he Hp\»:!\'d thie¢ m

SIENALUEe On seme Wit

I8 very agaanst the proseett
no inerination evidencee

examine the other win

18 dispensaed

313 Cr.P

W

- sl

notead then, some unknown offender beat him

1 uneonscious, he could not see who beat him,

wtter o the police, then police obtained  his

0 papers but he do not know the contents, which

1
\

won case and he declared as hostile and there s

st the accused and there is no purposc to

wmd the examination of the accused U/sec.

CSRCN Aana

¥y

il

ine the guilt of the accused beyond all

8. That the Prosccution taded to bung
rcasonable doubis
g IN THE RESULT, the accused s ‘ound not guilty for the offences U/scc. ;

448, 384, 323, 290 and S00 of IPC and accordingly he is acquitted

U/sec. 248 (1) of Cr U for the <aid offences. The bail bonds of the ace used

shall stand cancelod aier expin of appeal ume.

Tyvped to my dictanon o e personal Assistant, transcribed by her,
corrected and pronounced by mean the open court on this the 03¢ day of July, .
2015, |

_— DoY)
Judicial Ma rate of First Class
HUSNABAD.
‘\‘ \l\' }- l\"lDFNCE
SXAMINED
For Prosecution: For Defence:
PW1 K. Venkateshwarly, - NONE -
EXHIBITS MARKED
Ex.P1 is the Signatare of the Complamant.
Ex.P2is the t"*l’,‘: unt
Ex.P3 is the lol Crp.C statement o " PW. 1.
MOS MARKRED.
Nlll -
Judicial Magi: trm Class

HUSNABAD.
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