
 

SMT JUSTI CE T. RAJANI  
 

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

ORDER:  

 

 This pet it ion is filed seeking for quashm ent  of the 

proceedings against  the pet it ioners, who are A1 and A2 in Crim e 

No.53 of 2011, respect ively, on the file of Jangaon Police 

Stat ion, Jangaon, Warangal Dist r ict . The offences alleged are 

under Sect ions 147, 353, 427, 186 and 149 of the I ndian Penal 

Code and Sect ion 3( i) (x)  of the Scheduled Castes and Scheduled 

Tribes (Prevent ion of At rocit ies)  Act . 

 

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

Prosecutor appearing for respondent  No.1. None appears for 

respondent  No.2 in spite of not ice. 

 

3. A perusal of the com plaint  shows that  the allegat ions sofar 

as the offence under Sect ion 3( i) (x)  of the Scheduled Castes, 

Scheduled Tribes (Prevent ion of At rocit ies)  Act , 1989 ( for short , 

“ the Act ” )  is concerned, are very vague. The com plaint  is given 

by a Doctor working in the Governm ent  Hospital. The allegat ions 

are that  the pet it ioners and som e other associates entered the 

conference hall and som e of them abused in their  caste nam e. 

But  there is no allegat ion that  the allegat ions are against  the 

com plainant .   Moreover, the persons, who m ade the abuses, 

 are not  categorically m ent ioned.   

 

4. The counsel for the pet it ioners relies on a ruling of the 

Apex Court  in Gor ig e Pen t a iah  v s. St at e o f  An d h r a 
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Pr ad esh 1,  wherein the Suprem e Court  in sim ilar factual 

situat ion quashed the proceedings against  the pet it ioners 

therein, holding that  when the basic ingredients of the offence 

are m issing in the com plaint , then perm it t ing such a com plaint  

to cont inue and to com pel the appellant  to face the r igm arole of 

the cr im inal t r ial would be totally unjust ified, leading to abuse of 

process of law. I t  was also held that  according to the basic 

ingredients of Sect ion 3( i) (x)  of the Act , the com plainant  ought  

to have alleged that  the appellant / accused was not  a m em ber of 

the Scheduled Caste or Scheduled Tribe and he ( respondent  

No.3)  was intent ionally insulted or int im idated by the accused 

with intent  to hum iliate in a place within public view.  

 

5. Even in this com plaint , such allegat ions are m issing. 

Hence, in view of the sam e, the proceedings so far as offences 

under Sect ions 3( i) (x)  of the Act  are concerned, need to be 

quashed. But  as regards the other offences, the allegat ions 

prim a facie const itute the alleged offences.  Hence, quashm ent  

of proceedings with regard to the other offences is declined. 

However, considering the plea of the pet it ioners’ counsel,  

the police are directed to follow the guidelines enunciated by the 

Suprem e Court  in Ar n esh  Ku m ar  v . St at e o f  Bih ar  an d  

an o t h er  ( Cr l .Ap p eal  No .1 2 7 7  o f  2 0 1 4 ) 2 ,  before effect ing the 

arrest  of the pet it ioners. 

 

6. With the above observat ions, the Crim inal Pet it ion is part ly 

allowed quashing the proceedings in Crim e No.53 of 2011 on the 
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file Jangaon Police Stat ion, Jangaon, Warangal Dist r ict , insofar 

as the offence under Sect ion 3( i) (x)  of the Act  against  the 

pet it ioners is concerned and the proceedings insofar as the other 

offences against  the pet it ioners shall go on. I nter im  stay, 

granted by this court  in Crl.P.M.P.No.2130 of 2011 in 

Crl.P.No.2100 of 2011, dated 14.03.2011, shall stand vacated. 

 

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

shall stand closed.  

 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

T. RAJANI , J 

Decem ber 13, 2017 

LMV 


