
Bail Slip: The Petitioner/Accused was directed to be released on bail by the Order of
the High Court dated 01-12-2OOg in Crl.M.P.No. 2752 0f 2005 in Crt.A.No.
1699 of 2009 .

IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

FRIDAY,THE TWENTY NINTH DAY OF JULY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE K.SURENDER

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO: 1699 OF 2009

Appeal under Section 374 (2) Cr.P.C aggrieved by the Judgment dated.

03-'l 1- 2009 passed in S.C. No.82 of 2007 on the file of the Court of

the Special Judge for SC/ST (P.O.A.) Cases at Warangal .

Between:

1. Bandakindi Shigaraiah,S/o. Swamy Sarpanch,aged about 42 years, Occ:
Sarpanch, Rl/o. Salwapur Village, Bachannapet Mandal, Warangal District.

2. Bandakindi Thirupati, S/o. Lachaiah, aged about 72 yearc, Occ: Agriculturrst
R/o. Salwapur Village, Bachannapet Mandal, Warangal District.

3. Middela Ram Narsaiah, S/o. Yadagiri, aged about 57 years, Occ: Carpenter
Rl/o. Salwapur Village, Bachannapet Mandal, Warangal District.

4. Bandakindi Ramesh, S/o. Tirupati , aged about 30 years, Occ: Tailor R/o.
Salwapur Village, Bachannapet Mandal, Warangal District.

...APELLANTS/ACCUSED

...RESPODENT/COMPLAINANT

Counsel for the Appellants :SRl. J KANAKAIAH

Counsel for the Respondent : PUBLIC PROSECUTOR (TG)

The Court made the following: ORDER

AND

The State Of A.P., Rep. by its Public Prosecutor Through P.S., Bachannapet,
Warangal District.



HO T'BLE SRI JUSTICE K.SURENDIIR

CR MINAL APPEAL No.1699 OF 2Ot)9

JUDGMENT:

1. The appe lants .l to 4 are convicted and sentenced to

undergo rigoro'rs imprisonment lor six months eLnd to pay fine

of Rs.5O0/- ear h, in delault, to suffer simple imlrrisonment for

15 days for thr offence under Section 3(1)(x) SC/ST (POA) Act,

1989 vide judl ment in S.C.No.B2 of 2OO7 date d Oii.ll.2OO9.

Aggrieved by tl e sarne, prcsent appeal is filed.

2. The case oi the prosccution is lhat A1 rrnd P.W. 1 are

having adjac:nt lands. While digging core-.well, A1

complained, a i such, MRO advised PW1 not t,) dip; bore-well

without any p:rmissiori. Thereafter a boreu,ell wasr dug with

permission. P W. I went to his frelds and fr:r-rnd that the

appellants 1 t,, 4 were present there and dameged their bore-

well. When qu:stioned, they abused P.W. 1 in 1l-re name of his

caste. Due to i'ear, P.u'. I ran fi'om the field. C,n the next day

morning, rvhtn P.W.l went ro field, he observerl that the

accused/appg Lants filled up thc bore-well rvith s;tones and

appellants als r abusctl hi:: son. 't'he elders o1' :he r illage tried



to intervene in the dispute, however the appellants did not

listen to them as such after trvo days, P.W.1 went to the Police

Station and filed complaint.

3. Learned Special Judge having examined P.Ws.l to 11

and marking trxs.Pl to P7 found that the appellants herein are

responsible for abusing P.W. 1 and his son in the name of their

caste ald accordingly convicted them.

4. Learned counsel for the appellants submits that the land

which was claimed by P.W. 1 in fact belongs to A1 and his

brother, who was examined as Ir.W.9. As seen from the

evidence of P.W.9, though it was the joint family propertlr,

without informing A1, the said land was sold to P.W.1, for the

said reason, there were disputes regarding sale of land.

5. The learned Public Prosecutor submits that the evidence

of P.Ws.7,2 and 4 is consistent to speak about the accused

entering into the land of P.W. 1 and abusing P.W. 1 and his

son, P.W.1 in the name of caste.

2



3

6. As seen f orn the recorcl, the iand claimed try r.W. 1 was

purchased frc :rr PW.9, who is the brother: of A1. Even

according to . ''.W.9, he has sold the said l.arLd without the

consent ol A1. [].W. i, purchascd the said land, wh ch is joint

lamily propert,r, without the consent of A1, ll'ouglr he knew

that it was joi rt lamily property. A'1 was tryin,3 to protect his

land and P.W I having purchased the same: f::om P.W.9 was

also trying to )l'otect his pr-opcrtv. ln t]-re sair i r:irctrmstances,

to keep Al a,vzry from his 1and, false implicatior. by P.W. 1 \

cannot be ruled out. Even according to I).V/.l, except the

accused and hirrrself, no one were presenl vzhen they were

allegedly abused in the name of their crlsrle in the field.

Further on th r next dary, when P.W.2 went tc :he fields, he was

also abused I y the accusccl. 'l'he only corrolrorating evidence

is that of P.W 3, who is an interested witnesr;.

7. In the sr id circumstanccs false impiicatior.r lol the reason

of property b,ing claimcd by P.W.1 of A1 canrrot b: ruled out.

As such, the tenefit ol doubt is extended to th,: apirellants and

the convictic r recorded under Section 3(l)l>:) of the SC/ST
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(POA )Act vide impugned judgment dated 03.11.2009 is set

aside and the appellants are acquitted. Since the

accused/appellants are on baii, their bail bonds stand

cancelled.

8. Accordingly, the Criminal Appeal is allowed. As a sequel

thereto, miscellaneous petitions, if any, pending, shall stands

closed.

SD/-K.SRINIVASA RAO
J T GISTRAR

//TRUE COPY//
N OFFICER

To,

'1. The Special Judge for SC/ST (P.O.A.) Cases at Warangal.

2. The Station House Officer, Bachannapet Police Station , Warangal District .

3. Two CCs to Public Prosecutor, High Court for the State of Telangana, at
Hyderabad.(OUT)

4. One CC to SRl. J KANAKAIAH Advocate [OPUC]

5. Two CD Copies
6. One Spare Copy

CDL
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HIGH COUR T

DATED:291( 712022

ORDER

CRLA.No.1 :i99 of 2009

ALLOWING THE CRIMINAL APPEAL
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