Bail Slip: The Petitioner/Accused was directed to be released on bail by lhe Order of
the High Court dated 01-12-2000 in Crl.M.P.No. 2752 OF 2009 in Crl.A No
TE99 of 2009

IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

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

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE K.SURENDER

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO: 1693 OF 2009

Appeal under Section 374 (2) CrP.C aggrieved by he Judgment dated
03-11- 2009 passed in 5.C. No. 82 of 2007 on the file of the Courl of
the Special Judge for SC/ST (P.Q.A.) Cases at Warangal .

Between;

1. Bandakindi Shigaraiah,3/o. Swamy Sarpanch,aged about 42 wears. Oco
Sarpanch, Rlo. Salwapur Village, Bachannapeal Mandal, Warangal Dislrict

2. Bandakindi Thirupatl, 5/o. Lachaiah, aged about 72 years, Occ. Agriculturist
Rifa. Salwapur Village, Bachannapel Mandal, Warangal Distnet,

3. Muddela Ram Narsaiah, Sio, Yadagir, aged aboul 57 years, Oce: Carpentar
Rio. Salwapur Village, Bachannapel Mandal, Warangal Disloet,

4, Bandakindi Ramash, S/o. Tirupati , aged about 30 years, Ooc: Tailor Rio,
Salwapur Village, Bachannapel Mandal, Warangal District

APELLANTS/ACCUSED
AND

The State Of A.P., Rep. by its Public Prosecutar Through P.5., Bachannapsat,
Warangal District. :

..RESPODENT/COMPLAINANT

Counsel for the Appellants  5Rl. J KANAKAIAH
Counsel for the Respondent : PUBLIC PROSECUTOR. (TG)

The Court made the following: ORDER



HO {'BLE SRI JUSTICE K.SURENDER

CR MINAL APPEAL No.1699 OF 2009
JUDGMENT:

1. The appe lants 1 w4 are convicted and senitenced to
undergo rigoro s imprisonmen! for six months and to pay fine
of Re 300/ exn hoin delault, o suffer simple imprisenment for
13 days for the offence under Section 3(1){(x} SC/3T [POA) Act,
1989 wvide judy ment in 5.C0.Ng .82 of 2007 dated 05.1].2009.

Apprieved by 1l e same, present appeal is filed.

2. ‘The case of the prosecution i3 that Al and P.W.1 are
having adjac.nt  lands,  While  digging oore-well, AL
complained, a: such., MRO advised PW1 not to dig bore-well
without any pomission.  Thereafler a borewel was dug with
permission. FW.l wenl w s Gelds and [ound that the
appellants 1 4 were present there and dameged their bore-
well. When gu estioned, they abused POW. 1 in the name of his
caste. Due to fear, Pow.1 ran rom the field. Cn the next day
morning, whea PW.1 went 1w field, he cbserved that the
accused fappe lants filled up the bore-well with stones and

appellants aled abused his son. The elders ol he sillage tried
"

Ny



P

to intervene in the dispute, however Lthe appellants did not
listen to them as such afler two days, P.W. 1 went to the Police

Station and Gled complaint.

3. Learned Special Judge having examined P.Ws.1 1o 11
and marking Exs.P1 to P7 ound that the appellants herein are
responsible for abusing P.W.1 and his son in the name of their

caste and accordingly convicted them.

4.  Learned counsel for the appellants submits that the land
which was claimed by PW.1 in {act belongs to Al and his
brother, who was examined as PW.9.  As seen [from the
cvidence of PPW.S, though it was the joint family property,
without mmforming Al, 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 PWs.1, 2 and 4 1s consistent to speak about the accused
entering into the land of PW.1 and abusing P.W.1 and his

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



B, CAs secn { om the record, the land claimed by 2W.1 was
purchased frem PW.A, wha is the brothes of Al Even
aeeording to W9, he hus sold the said lacd without the
consent of Al. P.W.1, purchased the said laad, whch 15 joint
family propert s, without the consent of Al, though he knew
that it was jo1 1 family properiy, Al was trying fo grotect s
land and P.W 1 having purchased the same From PW.9 was
also trylng to rotect his property. In the sl cireamstances,
to keep Al awxay from hig land, false implicatior. by PW.1
cannot be ruled vut Even according o W], except the
accused and himself, no one were present when they were
allegedly abused in the name of their caste in the field.
Further on th @ next day, when PW.2 went to the fields, he was
also abused Iy the accused. The only corroborating evidenceo

15 that of P.W 2. who 15 an interested witness.

7. la the soid circumstances tulse imphoation for the reason
of property boang claimed by PW. L of Al canrot be ruled owut.
As such. the jenefit of doubt s extended to the appellants and

the convicticn recorced under Section 3(1)2) of the SC/ST



(POA JAct vide impugned judgment dated 03,11.2009 is sel
agide and the appellants are acquitted. Since the

accuscd,/appellants are on bail, their bail bonds stand

cancelled.

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

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

closed.
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SECTION 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 Cournl for the Siate of Telangana, at
Hyderabad (OUT)

4. One CC o SR J KANAKAIAH Advocale [OPUC]

5 Two CD Copies
6. One Spare Copy
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HIGH COURT

DATED:29/( 7/2022

ORDER
CRLA.No.1:99 of 2009

ALLOWING THE CRIMINAL APPEAL
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