p! TEM NO. 4 COURT NO. 8 SECTION 11
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).4470/2011
(From the judgenent and order dated 05/07/2010 in CRLRC  No.
992/ 2010 of The H GH COURT OF A. P AT HYDERABAD)
G RAMESH Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF A P. & ANR Respondent (s)

(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling OT.,bail and conpoundi ng
t he of f ence)

Date: 08/07/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE V. S. SI RPURKAR
HON BLE MR JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR

For Petitioner(s) M. S. Sailakwal, Adv.
M. Manoj Saxena, Adv. for
Dr. Kail ash Chand, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Praveen K. Singh, Adv. for
M. Ranjan Kumar Pandey, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Leave granted.
The appeal stands disposed of in terns of signed

or der.
(Par deep Kurmar) (Shashi Bala Vij)
Court Master Assi stant Regi strar
[ SIGNED ORDER |'S PLACED ON THE FI LE ]
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDCTI ON

CRIM NAL APPEAL NO. 1372 OF 2011
[ARISING OUT OF S.L.P. (CRL.) NO 4470 OF 2011 ]

G RAMESH ... APPELLANT
VERSUS

STATE OF A. P. & ANOTHER .. . RESPONDENTS

ORDER

1. Leave granted.



2. Chal | enge in t he pr esent appeal is to t he or der dat ed
5.7.2010 whereby the Hi gh Court dism ssed the Crimnal Revision

Case No. 992 of 2010 agai nst the judgnent dated 27.4.2010 passed by

t he | ear ned Princi pal Sessi ons Judge, Nal gonda affirmng t he
j udgnent and order dated 26.9.2007 passed by | ear ned Judici a
Magi strate by which the appellant was convicted under Section 138

of Negoti abl e I nst rument Act and sent enced to under go ri gorous

i mpri sonment for one year and to pay compensati on of Rs.
1, 30, 000/ -, in def aul t to under go sinmpl e i mpri sonnent for si X
nont hs.

3. We have heard | earned counsel appearing for the parties

4, Lear ned counsel appearing for the parties have filed on

record an application under Section 320 Cr.P.C. seeking | eave of

the Court to conpound the offence and acquit the appellant in terns

of meno of conprom se dated 21.10. 2010.

5. Consi dering the overall circunstances and further the fact
that the parties have conproni sed the matter, the offence in
2
question stands compounded. In the result, the j udgnent and order
dated 26.9. 2007 passed by the trial court in C.C. No. 447 of 2005
convi cting and sentencing t he appel I ant and uphel d by the |earned
Princi pal Sessions Judge and High Court are set-aside and the
appel lant is acquitted. Hi s bail bonds are di scharged
6. The appeal stands di sposed of accordingly.
................... J.

(T.S. THAKUR)

New Del hi ,
July 8, 2011.



