
HON’ BLE DR. JUSTICE B. SIVA SANKARA RAO 

CRIMINAL PETITION No.7783 of 2017 

ORDER: 

Heard learned counsel for the pet it ioner/ accused and 

learned Public Prosecutor represent ing the State before ordering 

not ice to the 1st respondent , who is de facto complainant  of Crime 

No.25 of 2017 of G.K.Veedhi Police Stat ion, Visakhapatnam, 

registered for the offences punishable under Sect ions 354(A)(i)(ii),  

506 and 509 I.P.C. and Sect ions 3(1)(w)(i) and 3(2)(v)(a) of the 

Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes (Prevent ion of At rocit ies) 

Amendment  Act , 2015 (for short  ‘ the Act ’ ) and perused the 

grounds urged in the quash pet it ion and the contents of the F.I.R.  

The content ions of the learned counsel for the pet it ioner are 

that  the pet it ioner is a Mandal Parishad Development  Off icer, from 

the very report  running into two pages, there is a ment ion of the 

alleged occurrence taken place six months prior to that  and it  is a 

false accusat ion imput ing allegat ions to bring within the purview of 

Sect ion 3(2)(v)(a) of the Act , though Sect ion 3(1)(w)(i) has no 

applicat ion, for nothing to show the de facto complainant  is known 

to be the Scheduled Tribe as on the date of the alleged touching 

her while she was operat ing the computer, to robe along with the 

I.P.C. offence under Sect ion 354(A)(i) I.P.C.  

Having regard to the above, though there is a force in the 

content ion of the learned counsel for the pet it ioner, there is  



 

 

Dr.SSRB,J 

 

2 

 

 

nothing to interdict  the invest igat ion to ascertain the t ruth by the 

Police, but  for, to say pending invest igat ion, the Police shall not  

arrest  the pet it ioner/ accused. 

With the above direct ion, the Criminal Pet it ion is disposed of 

by left  open all the defences. 

Pending miscellaneous pet it ions, if  any, shall stand closed.    

 

 

___________________________ 

JUSTICE Dr. B.SIVA SANKARA RAO 

Date:15.09.2017 
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