| TEM NO 110 COURT NO. 10 SECTION I I B
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Crimnal Appeal No(s) . 1621- 1622/ 2012
T H VENKATEGONDA Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
B. M NAGARAJAPPA Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln. (s) for stay and office report)
Date: 17/02/2016 These appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE S. A, BOBDE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE AM TAVA ROY

For Appellant(s)
M. S. Bal akrishnan, Sr. Adv.
M. R CGopal akri shnan, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. R S. Hegde, Adv.
Ms. Farhat Jahan Rehnani, Adv.
M. Shanti Prakash, Adv.
M. Raj eev Singh, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER

The Crinminal Appeals are disnmissed in terns of the signed

or der.

However, at the request of M. S. Bal akrishnan, |earned Senior

counsel appearing for the appellant, the appellant - accused is
granted three nonths’ time to conply with the Oder of the High

Court for payment of compensati on to t he conpl ai nant -

sol e
respondent herein fromtoday, failing which the appellant shall
undergo sentence of six nmonths, as ordered by the High Court.

Signature Not Verified

(VI SHAL ANAND) (1 NDU POKHRI YAL)
Digitally signed by
Vi nod Kunar
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
Dat e: 2016.02. 20
10: 24: 22 | ST (Signed Oder is placed on the file)
Reason:
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
Crim nal Appeal No(s) . 1621- 1622/ 2012
T H VENKATEGONDA Appel | ant ('s)
VERSUS
B. M NAGARAJAPPA Respondent ( s)
ORDER
W have heard M. S. Bal akri shnan, | ear ned Seni or counsel

appearing for the appellant - accused at |ength today.
After carefully going through the inpugned Judgnent and Order
dated 11-4-2012 of the Hi gh Court of Karnataka at Bangal ore and



other material placed before us, we do not find any reason to
interfere with the inpugned Order of the Hi gh Court convicting the
accused - appellant herein in respect of the offence punishable
under Section 138 of the Negotiable Instrunments Act, 1881

In view of that, we find no nerit in the appeals filed by the
appel l ant - accused.

Accordingly, the Criminal Appeals are disnissed

However, at the request of M. S. Bal akrishnan, |earned Senior
counsel appearing for the appellant, the appellant - accused is
granted three nonths’ tinme to conply with the Oder of the High
Court for paynent of conpensati on to t he conpl ai nant
respondent herein fromtoday, failing which the appellant shal
undergo sentence of six nmonths, as ordered by the High Court.

(AM TAVA ROY)
NEW DELH ;
17TH FEBRUARY, 2016.
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