“ITEM NO. 53 COURT NO.6 SECTION Il

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).7429/2009
(From the judgement and order dated 30/01/2009 in CRLA No.
454/2003 of The HIGH COURT OF A.P AT HYDERABAD)

SABBISETTY D.V.V.P.SRINIVASA RAO Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
M/S RAYALA MARINE SHRIMPS HATCH.P.LD.&AN Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for stay,permission to compound the offence and
office report)

Date: 25/01/2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE D.K. JAIN
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR

For Petitioner(s) Mr. K Subba Rao, Adv.
Mr. K Matuthi Rao, Adv.
Mr. Aniruddha P. Mayee,Adv.

For Respondent(s) Mr. D Bharat Kumar, Adv.
Ms. M Indrani, Adv.
Mr. Balasubrahmanyam Kamarsu, Adv.
Ms. Anjani Aiyagari, Adv.

Ms. Altaf Fathima, Adv.
Mrs.D. Bharathi Reddy ,Adv

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

Leave granted.
The appeal stands disposed of in terms of the
signed order.
[ Charanjeet Kaur ] [ Pushap Lata Bhardwaj ]
Court Master Court Master
[ Signed order is placed on the file ]
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO. 179 OF 2010
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 7429/2009)

Sabbisetty D.V.V.P. Srinivasa Rao .. Appellant(s)
Versus
M/s Rayala Marine Shrimps Hatch .. Respondent(s)
P.Ld. & Anr.
ORDER

Leave granted.



Learned counsel for the parties submit that during
the pendency of this appeal the appellant and the
complainant have entered into a settlement. As per the
compromise arrived at between the parties, the appellant
has agreed to pay to the complainant a sum of
Rs.3,18,000/- (the cheque amount). Accordingly, an
application for compounding of offence under Section 138 of
the Negotiable Instruments  Act, 1881, (for short, "the
Act") under which the appellant herein stands convicted and
sentenced to undergo simple imprisonment for a period of
six months with fine of Rs. 5,000/-, has been filed. It is
stated in the application that the appellant has already
paid the said amount to the complainant, receipt whereof is
acknowledged by counsel for the complainant.

.21-
2:

Pursuant to the notice issued, learned counsel for
the State has appeared and states that she has no objection

to the offence being compounded.

Heard learned counsel for the parties. We are of
the view that having regard to the nature of the offence,
which is compoundable under Section 147 of the Act, there
is no impediment in accepting the prayer made by the
parties in the application. Accordingly, the impugned
order, convicting the appellant for offence under Section
138 of the Act is set aside and the complaint filed by the
complainant is disposed of in terms of the afore-mentioned

settlement.

The appeal stands disposed of accordingly.

.................... J.
[ D.K. JAIN]

.................... J.
[T.S. THAKUR |



NEW DELHI,
JANUARY 25, 2010.



