| TEM NO 65 COURT NO. 5 SECTION |1 A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).8508/2011

(From the judgenent and order dated 02/08/ 2011 in CRLRA No.?27/2011,
of The H GH COURT OF BOVBAY AT PANAJI)

PRAKASH G. RAO Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

PEDRO VI NCENT DI AS & ANR Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln(s) for bail and office report)

Date: 26/03/2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE P. SATHASI VAM
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE J. CHELAMESWAR

For Petitioner(s) M . K. C. Kaushi k, Adv.
Ms. Shi | pi Kaushi k, Adv.
M R P. Pandey, Adv.

M.  Rahul Kaushik, Adv.
For Respondent (s) I n- Person

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Leave granted.
Heard both sides.
The appeal is allowed in terns of the signed order.

[ Madhu Bal a] [ Savita Sai nani ]
Sr. PA 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. 576 OF 2012
(@ SPECI AL LEAVE PETI TI ON ( CRI M NAL) NO. 8508 OF 2011)

PRAKASH G RAO ... . APPELLANT
VERSUS
SHRI PEDRO VI NCENT DI AS & ANR ... . RESPONDENTS
ORDER

Leave granted.
Heard both sides.
During the pendency of this matter, on the suggestion
of the parties, M. K C Kaushik, |earned counsel appearing
on behal f of the appellant, handed over four demand drafts



for a sumof Rs.9, 00,000/- (Rupees Nine |akhs only) and the
same were acknow edged by the respondent viz. Pedro Vincent
D as, who appeared in person.

In view of the same, we feel that there is no
justification to continue the order passed by the Judicial
Magi strate, First Cdass, 'B Court Vasco dated 10 th Novenber,
2010 and accordingly the said order is set aside and the
appel lant is acquitted fromthe charges | evell ed agai nst
hi m

The appeal is allowed on the above terns.

NEW DELH J.
26TH MARCH, 2012 [J. CHELAMESWAR]



