I 1 TEM NO. 42 COURT NO. 2 SECTI ON 1|

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRI' M NAL APPEAL NO 819 OF 2000

P.P. JOHN Appel I ant (s)

VERSUS

K. M MATHAPPAN AND ANR. Respondent ( s)

(For conpromi se)

Dat e: 14/08/ 2006 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVWAL
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE P. P. NAOLEKAR
For Appellant(s) M. Romy Chacko, Adv.

M. Rajiv Mehta, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
(State) M. G Prakash, Adv.

M. Ranmesh Babu M R., Adv.

No. 1 M. N R Shonker, Adv.

M. P.V. Yogeswar an, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER



sentence

ty of

P. P. John

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The  crimnal appeal is al | owed, convi ction and
of t he
appel | ant are set asi de and he is acquitted of t he charg
view of t he
conprom se.
The appellant, who is in bail, is discharged fromthe liabili
bail bonds.
[ Al ka Dudeja ] [ On Prakash
Court Master Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file]

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI' M NAL APPEAL NO 819 OF 2000

... Appel | ant (s)

Ver sus

K. M Mat happan & Anr.

Respondent ( s)

O R D E R

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.



The appel | ant was convi cted by t he Trial Court under

Section 138 of t he Negoti abl e I nstrument s Act, 1881, and
sentenced to under go rigorous i mpri sonment for a period of one
year. On appeal bei ng preferred, t he appel | ant was acquitted.
Thereafter, when t he matter was t aken to t he Hi gh Court in
revision, t he same has been al | owed, t he order of acquitta

reversed and the conviction recorded by the Trial Court restored.

Hence, this appeal by special |eave.

In this case, it appears t hat bot h t he parties have

conprom sed t he mat t er and t he accused has pai d t he entire

anount to t he conpl ai nant, as it woul d appear from t he
conprom se petition. The of fence is conpoundabl e. In our
Vi ew,
.2/ -
-2 -
t he conprom se is | awf ul . Accordingly, t he crim nal appeal is
al | owed, convi ction and sent ence of t he appel | ant are set asi de

and he is acquitted of the charge, in view of the conprom se

The appel | ant, who is on bai | , is di schar ged from the

liability of bail bonds.

[B.N. AGRAVAL]



[ P. P. NAOLEKAR]
New Del hi ,

August 14, 2006.



