
  

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO 

CRIMINAL PETITION No. 11177 of 2010 

ORDER:  

 

 Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioners as well as the 

respondents. 

 The p resent c rimina l petition is filed  by the petitioners who a re 

A-2 to A-6 to quash the p roc eed ings initia ted  aga inst them in 

C.C.No.210 of 2008 for the offenc es under Sec tions 420, 447, 379, 

504, 506 r/ w 149 IPC on the file of the Court of Add itiona l Jud ic ia l 

Magistra te of First Class, Sanga  Reddy. 

 The fac ts of the c ase a re tha t orig ina lly the sec ond  

respondent herein filed  a  c omp la int aga inst the petitioners and  

another sta ting  tha t the marriage between the sec ond  respondent 

and  the first ac c used  was performed  on 13.05.2001 a t the house of 

the sec ond  respondent a t Bollapa lly village of Yerragondapa lem 

manda l, Prakasham Distric t.  The marriage was an a rranged  one by 

the elders of both sides. The sec ond  respondent got emp loyed  in 

O.D.F. p rior to marriage itself.  After the marriage, A-1 joined  the 

matrimonia l c ompany of the sec ond  respondent a t O.F. Esta tes, 

Yedduma ila ram.  They led  happy marita l life for two years and  out 

of the wed loc k, they were b lessed  with one ma le c hild .  After the 

b irth of the ma le c hild , A-1 sta rted  harassing the sec ond  respondent 

and  his pa rents on petty matters without any reason.  A-1 used  to 

abuse the sec ond  respondent and  his pa rents in unparliamenta rily 

language.  Though it was b rought to the notic e of the parents of A-
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1, there was no c hange in her behaviour.  When they were living  in 

Quarter No.2588 O.D.F. Esta tes, Yedduma ila ram, A-1 developed  

love a ffa ir with one Ramu who used  to reside in Quarter No.2587.  

When the sa id  fac t c ame to the knowledge of the sec ond  

respondent he warned  A-1, upon whic h she was b laming the 

sec ond  respondent tha t he used  to ha rass her for add itiona l dowry.  

A-1 got p regnanc y sec ond  time and  the same was c onfirmed  by 

the doc tor on 08.12.2005.  However, on 25.12.2005 A-2 c ame to the 

house of the sec ond  respondent, took A-1 to his house without his 

permission and  removed  the c hild  without the c onsent of the 

sec ond  respondent.  On 25.03.2006 A-1 got issued  a  lega l notic e to 

the sec ond  respondent with a ll fa lse and  baseless a llega tions for 

whic h the sec ond  respondent got issued  a  rep ly denying the sa id  

a llega tions.  On 13.05.2006 A-1 was b rought to the house of the 

sec ond  respondent by her pa rents. Therea fter A-1 inc reased  her 

ha rassment on the sec ond  respondent and  his pa rents.  However, 

the sec ond  respondent to lera ted  the harassment with the fond  

hope tha t one day or the other, A-1 will rea lize her mistakes and  

behave properly, but a ll were in va in.  Further taking  advantage of 

the silenc e of the sec ond  respondent, A-1 c ontinued  her illega l ac ts 

and  sta rted  roaming with her lover Ramu here and  there in the 

absenc e of the sec ond  respondent.  On 05.09.2006 A-1 quarrelled  

with the sec ond  respondent and  c onsumed DSP whisky exc essively 

and  misbehaved  in d runken c ond ition, whereupon she was shifted  

to hosp ita l.  The sa id  fac t was informed  to the pa rents of A-1 and  

they rushed  to the hosp ita l and  took A-1 on 06.09.2006 to their 

house.  Immed ia tely, therea fter on 8.9.2006 lodged  a  c omp la int 
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aga inst the sec ond  respondent for dowry harassment to overc ome 

the illega l ac tivities of A-1.  The Polic e Srisa ilam II-Town reg istered  a  

c ase aga inst the sec ond  respondent.  The sec ond  respondent a lso 

filed  a  c omp la int before the polic e aga inst A-1 and  her pa ramour 

Ramu, but no ac tion has been taken.   

 While the matters stood  thus, on 9.12.2007 A-1 to A-6 whic h 

inc lude the petitioners herein c ame to the house of the sec ond  

respondent a t about 5 P.M. and  a t tha t time, the sec ond  

respondent and  his son went out.  All the ac c used  abused  the 

pa rents of the sec ond  respondent and  c rea ted  a  horrib le situa tion 

and  c ommitted  theft of 8 to las of gold  ornaments of the mother of 

the sec ond  respondent and  c ash of Rs.25,000/ - and  when the 

parents of the sec ond  respondent tried  to interfere, a ll the ac c used  

threa tened  tha t they will kill a ll the family members of the sec ond  

respondent.  The neighbours witnessed  the inc ident and  informed 

the same to the sec ond  respondent over phone.  By the time the 

sec ond  respondent returned , a ll the ac c used  left the p lac e.  

Therefore, he filed  p riva te c omp la int.  The Court below has taken 

c ognizanc e of the same and  numbered  as C.C.No.210 of 2008.  

Aggrieved  by the same, the petitioners herein who a re A-2 to A-6 

filed  the p resent c rimina l petition to quash the p roc eed ings initia ted  

aga inst them.   

 Learned  c ounsel for the petitioners would  c ontend  tha t the 

p resent c omp la int is only a  c ounter-b last to the c omp la int lodged  

by A-1 aga inst the sec ond  respondent.  The petitioners have not 
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c ommitted  any offenc e muc h less the offenc es as a lleged  in the 

c ompla int.  

A perusa l of the a llega tions made in the c omp la int would  

d isc lose tha t p rima  fac ie c ase is made out  with spec ific  pa rtic ula rs 

of da te and  time and  the persons who partic ipa ted  in the 

c ommission of the offenc es a lleged  aga inst the petitioners and  A-1, 

more partic ula rly with regard  to the theft of 8 to las of gold  and  c ash 

of Rs.25,000/ - on 9.12.2007 from the house of the sec ond  

respondent.  If tha t be so, the fac t whether the petitioners have 

c ommitted  theft of 8 to las of gold  and  c ash c annot be dec ided  by 

this Court in a  petition filed  under Sec tion 482 Cr.P.C., exc ep t a fter a  

full-fledged  tria l.  Therefore, this Court feels tha t there a re no merits 

in the c rimina l petition and  the same is liab le to be d ismissed . 

 Ac c ord ing ly, the c rimina l petition is d ismissed .  

Interim order, if any, passed  by this c ourt sha ll stand  vac a ted . 

As a  sequel, the misc ellaneous petitions, pend ing  in this 

c rimina l petition, if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

 

__________________ 

P. KESHAVA RAO,J 

Date:12.12.2017 

Cc m 
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THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

CRIMINAL PETITION No.11177 of 2010 

Date:12.12.2017 
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