APHC010590352007
IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH
(=] E{ AT AMARAVATI [3560]
[w], e (Special Original Jurisdiction)

WEDNESDAY, THE 19" DAY OF AUGUST 2026

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE SUBHENDU SAMANTA

LA.NOs.2 & 3 of 2026
IN/AND
CRIMINAL REVISION CASE NO: 1081/2007

Between:

1.RAMISETTY KOTAIAH, S/O.VENKATESWARLU, R/O VIPPARLA
VILLAGE, ROMPICHERLA MANDAL, GUNTUR DISTRICT.

2.DONDETI APPIREDDY, S/O.PEDA  VENKATA REDDY,
R/O.PALAPADU VILLAGE, NARASRAOPET RURAL MANDAL,
GUNTUR DISTRICT.

...PETITIONER(S)
AND

1.THE STATE OF AP REP BY ITS PP HYD, REP. BY ITS PUBLIC
PROSECUTOR, HIGH COURT OF A.P.,, AT HYDERABAD,
THROUGH ROMPICHERLA PS., GUNTUR DISTRICT.

2. TADUVAI RAGHAVA RAO, S/O. VENKATESWARLU, AGED 66

YEARS, R/O. D.NO.2-138/1, VIPPARLA, ROMPICHERLA MANDAL,
PALNADU DISTRICT.

3.TADUVAI LAKSHMI KANTHAM, W/O. SUBBARAO, AGED 60
YEARS, R/O.D.NO.2-138, VIPPARLA, ROMPICHERLA MANDAL,
PALNADU DISTRICT. RESPONDENT NOS.2 AND 3 ARE
IMPLEADED AS PER THE COURT ORDER DATED 11.08.2026 IN
CRL.R.C.NO.1081 OF 2007.

...RESPONDENT(S):

Revision filed under Section 397/401 of CrPC praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed in support of the Criminal Revision
Case, the High Court may be pleased to present this Memorandum of



CRL.R.C. N0.1081 OF 2007

Crl.R.C., aggrieved by the Judgment dt.31-7-2007 passed Crl.A.N0.228 of
2003 by the VIII Addl. Dist. & Sessions Judge, (FTC), Guntur, confirming
the Judgment dt. 02-6-2003 passed in S.C.N0.289 of 2000 by the Prl. Asst.
Sessions Judge, Narasaraopet, Guntur District.

IA NO: 1 OF 2007(CRLRCMP 1540 OF 2007

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances
stated in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be
pleased to dispense with the filing of typed copy & Neat copy of the
Judgment dt. 02-6-2003, passed in SC.No. 289 of 2000 by the Prl. Asst.
Sessions Judge, Narasaraopet.

IA NO: 2 OF 2007(CRLRCMP 1548 OF 2007

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances
stated in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be
pleased to enlarge the petitioners / A2 and A3 on bail after suspending the
sentence imposed by the Judgment dt.02-06-2003 passed in S.C.No0.289 of
2000 by the Prl. Asst. Sessions Judge, Narasaraopet as confirmed by the
Judgment dt. 31-07-2007 passed in Crl.A.No. 228 of 2003 by the VIII Addl.
Dist. & Sessions Judge, (FTC), Guntur, pending disposal of the Crl.R.C.,

IA NO: 1 OF 2026

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances
stated in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be
pleased to implead proposed respondent nos. 2 and 3 as respondents 2
and 3 in the present criminal revision case and to pass

IA NO: 2 OF 2026

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances
stated in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be
pleased to permit the petitioner/Defacto complainant to compromise in the
present criminal revision case by setting aside the conviction and sentence
imposed through the judgment dated 02.06.2003 passed in SC No.
289/2000 by the Principle Assistant Sessions Judgement, Narasaraopet as
confirmed through judgment dated 31.07.2007 passed in Criminal Appeal
No. 228/2003 by the VIII Additional District and Sessions Judge,
Narasaraopet and acquit A2 and A3 and to pass
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IA NO: 3 OF 2026

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances
stated in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be
pleased may be pleased to record the compromise in the present criminal
revision case by setting aside the conviction and sentence imposed
through the judgment dated 02.06.2003 passed in SC No. 289/2000 by the
Principle Assistant Sessions Judgement, Narasaraopet as confirmed
through judgment dated 31.07.2007 passed in Criminal Appeal No.
228/2003 by the VIII Additional District and Sessions Judge, Narasaraopet
and acquit A2 and A3 and to pass

Counsel for the Petitioner(S):
1.POSANI AKASH

Counsel for the Respondent(S):
1.PUBLIC PROSECUTOR
2.SHAGUFTA JAHAN NOOR
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The Court made the following common order:

I.LA.No.2 of 2026 is filed seeking to permit de facto complainant to
compromise the revision case by setting aside the conviction and sentence
imposed through the judgment dated 02.06.2003 passed in S.C.N0.289 of
2000 by the Principle Assistant Sessions Judge, Narasaraopet as confirmed
through judgment dated 31.07.2007 passed in Criminal Appeal No.228 of

2003 by the VIII Additional District and Sessions Judge (FTC), Guntur.

2. [.LA.No.3 of 2026 is filed seeking to record compromise in the present
criminal revision case by setting aside the conviction and sentence imposed
through the judgment dated 02.06.2003 passed in S.C.N0.289 of 2000 by
the Principle Assistant Sessions Judgment, Narasaraopet as confirmed
through judgment dated 31.07.2007 passed in Criminal Appeal No.228 of

2003 by the VIII Additional District and Sessions Judge (FTC), Guntur.

3. In support of I.LA. No.3 of 2026, the petitioners and respondents 2 and
3 have filed a Joint Memo, wherefrom it is evident that the parties have
amicably settled their dispute outside the Court. In terms of the settlement,
the 2" respondent, who is the de facto complainant and one of the

prosecution witnesses in the Sessions Case, agreed to compromise.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that the petitioners were
convicted for offences punishable under Section 324 of IPC and under

Sections 3 & 5 of Explosive Substances Act. The offence alleged to have
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been committed on 06.02.1999. At that time, the offence punishable under
Section 324 of IPC was compoundable under Section 320 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure. Since the parties have amicably settled the dispute and
voluntarily filed the Joint Memo, the conviction recorded for the offence
under Section 324 IPC is liable to be set aside by recording the compromise

between the parties.

5. The 2" respondent, who is the de facto complainant, appeared
before this Court in person and also represented on behalf of 3™
respondent. On being questioned, he stated that the dispute between
themselves and the petitioners has been amicably settled in the presence of
the village elders. He categorically stated that they voluntarily signed the
Joint Memo of Compromise without any force, coercion, undue influence or
pressure. He also expressed that they have no objection if the petitioners

are acquitted in the present case.

6. Having regard to the facts and circumstances of the case, this Court
finds that the offence punishable under Section 324 of IPC was
compoundable on the date of the occurrence, i.e., on 06.02.1999.
Therefore, there is no legal impediment to compound offence under Section

324 of IPC in recording the compromise entered into between the parties.

7. In terms of Section 320 Cr.P.C, the offence punishable under Section
324 IPC is compoundable in nature at the time of occurrence of offence and

as the compromise effected in between the parties, in the presence and
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consent of the victims; the offence under Section 324 IPC is hereby
compounded, the order of conviction passed against the present petitioners

Is hereby set aside.

8. Offences punishable under Sections 3 & 5 of the Explosive
Substances Act are not compoundable in nature. Petitioners are village
people, who are experiencing a very long pending criminal litigation for
about two decades. It has been proved that there are disputes between two
groups of people in same village resulted to registration of case and counter
case. Now after two decades peace has finally arisen in the locality.
Reasons thereby, they voluntarily settled old disputes and differences
without intervention of Court. At this situation, if petitioners being convict of
calendar case are not released, the hard earned peace of the society would
be disrupted. Thus, this Court has inclined to pass a favourable order by
using inherent power of this court. Accordingly, the offences under Sections
3 & 5 of Explosives Substances Act are also compounded, conviction of
petitioners under Sections 3 & 5 of Explosives Substances Act, is hereby

set aside.

9. The petitioners are hereby acquitted from this case.

10. The sureties standing in their favour also released.
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11. Accordingly, I.LA.No.2 of 2026, I.A.No.3 of 2026 and the Criminal

Revision Case are disposed of.

Miscellaneous petitions, if any, pending in this criminal revision case

shall stand closed.

JUSTICE SUBHENDU SAMANTA
Dated 19.08.2026

SPP
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THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE SUBHENDU SAMANTA

CRIMINAL REVISION CASE NO: 1081/2007

Dated 19.08.2026

SPP



