
SMT JUSTI CE T. RAJANI  
 

CRI MI NAL PETI TI ON No . 4 6 0 6  o f  2 0 1 1  

ORDER:  

 This pet it ion is filed by the pet it ioners, who are the 

accused in DVC No.81 of 2011 ( re-num bered as DVC No.101 of 

2012) , seeking for quash of proceedings in DVC No.101 of 2012 

on the file of the Court  of I V Met ropolitan Magist rate (Traffic 

Mobile Court ) , Hyderabad, against  all the accused. 

 

2. Heard the counsel for the pet it ioners and the Public 

Prosecutor, who appears for the 2nd respondent .  None appears 

for the 1st respondent  in spite of not ice. 

 

3. The counsel for the pet it ioners inform s this Court  that  the 

Present ing Officer filed report  against  1st and 2nd pet it ioners/ A1 

and A2 and did not  file any report  against  3 rd and 4 th 

pet it ioners/ A3 and A4.  Hence, the cause in this pet it ion with 

regard to 3 rd and 4 th pet it ioners/ A3 and A4 does not  survive.  

He also reports that  this Court  granted stay of further 

proceedings only in respect  of 2nd to 4 th pet it ioners/ A2 to A4 and 

that  the t r ial went  on in respect  of 1st pet it ioner/ A1 and that  the 

court  below granted the reliefs, which were sought  for, against   

1st pet it ioner/ A1.  

 

4. A perusal of the com plaint  would show that  though several 

allegat ions are m ade against  all the pet it ioners herein, the relief 

sought  for is only a protect ion order from  her husband and  

in- laws and also m onthly m aintenance to her and her children 

and a Resident ial Order, apart  from  com pensat ion. The court  
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below part ly allowed the pet it ion grant ing Rs.15,000/ -  and 

Rs.5,000/ -  as m aintenance respect ively to the 1st respondent  

and her sons therein apart  from , direct ing the 1st pet it ioner/  

1st respondent  therein to m eet  the educat ional expenses of his 

two sons viz., Aswin Kum ar and Aujaswi Kum ar. 

 

5. Hence, even if the proceedings against  the 2nd pet it ioner 

are perm it ted to go on, the reliefs that  have to be granted would 

not  be m ore than what  was granted by the court  below as the 

allegat ions m ade against  the 2nd pet it ioner and the 1st pet it ioner 

are one and the sam e. Hence, after due t r ial, when the Court  

below chooses to grant  the reliefs, as granted by it ,  it  cannot  go 

beyond that , even if the 2nd pet it ioner is perm it ted to face t r ial.  

Hence, this court  opines that  it  would be a sheer abuse of 

process of law in allowing the proceedings to go on as against  

the 2nd pet it ioner.  

 

I n the light  of the above observat ions, the Crim inal pet it ion 

is allowed and the further proceedings in DVC.No.101 of 2012 

(old DVC No.81 of 2011)  on the file of the Court  of the I V 

Met ropolitan Magist rate (Traffic Mobile Court ) , Hyderabad as 

against  2nd pet it ioner are hereby quashed. The Crim inal Pet it ion 

insofar as 1st,  3 rd and 4 th pet it ioners are concerned, is dism issed 

as infrcutuous.  

As a sequel, the m iscellaneous applicat ions, if any pending, 

shall stand closed.  

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

T. RAJANI , J 
Novem ber 13, 2017 

LMV 


