
  

HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO 

CRIMINAL PETITION No. 6305 of 2011 

ORDER:  

 

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

lea rned  Pub lic  Prosec utor. 

 Though notic e is served  on the sec ond  respondent on 

28.03.2012, as per the offic e endorsement, there is no 

representa tion on beha lf of the sec ond  respondent.    

 The p resent c rimina l petition is filed  by the petitioner/ A-2 to 

quash the p roc eed ings initia ted  aga inst him in Crime No.42 of 2011 

of Polic e Sta tion, Yella reddypet, Karimnagar Distric t for the offenc es 

punishab le under Sec tion 3(1)(x) of SC and  ST (POA) Ac t, Sec tions 

420, 504 and  506 IPC. 

 The b rief fac ts of the c ase a re tha t on 21.07.2011 the sec ond  

respondent herein lodged  a  p riva te c omp la int before the Jud ic ia l 

Mag istra te of First Class, Sirc illa  aga inst the petitioner herein and  two 

others sta ting  tha t Immad ic hetti Poc hamma belongs to Gurrapu 

Ma la  c ommunity whic h c omes under the Sc heduled  Caste.  A-1 to  

A-3 inc lud ing the petitioner herein belong to Goud c ommunity.  A-1 

for his family nec essities borrowed  an amount of Rs.65,000/ - in c ash 

from the sec ond  respondent on 01.11.2010 agreeing to repay the 

same with interest a t 12% per annum thereon. However, A-1 

postponed  the payment on one p retext or the other.  On 12.03.2011 

a t 9.30 A.M. when A-1 was a t the offic e of Grampanc hayaya t, 

Venka tapur village of Yella reddypet manda l, the sec ond  
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respondent and  Immad ic hetti Poc hamma who were a lso a t the 

grampanc haya th offic e, asked  for repayment of the sa id  loan 

amount. Whereupon A-1 got angry aga inst the sec ond  respondent 

and  abused  him in filthy language suc h as “ Nannu Grampanc haya t 

Offic e Daggara  Aduguthava , Uravutha lavunde Gurrapu Ma la  Lanja  

Koduku, Neepend lam Denga , Ma li Eddadanna  Pa isa lu Ad ig ithe 

Champestha  Gurrapu Ma la  Badkav etc .” .  Having lea rnt about the 

above sa id  inc ident, A-2 and  A-3 whic h inc lude petitioner herein 

a lso rushed  to the grampanc haya t offic e and  abused  Immad ic hetti 

Poc hamma, suc h as, “ Gurrapu Ma la  Lanje, Lamb id i etc .”   Therefore, 

he filed  the c omp la int.  The sa id  c omp la int was referred  to the 

polic e c onc erned  under Sec tion 156(3) Cr.P.C. and  in pursuanc e of 

the same, a  c rime has been reg istered  vide F.I.R.No.42 of 2011 for 

the offenc es mentioned  above.  Aggrieved  by the reg istra tion of 

sa id  c rime, the p resent c rimina l petition is filed . 

 The lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner would  

c ontend  tha t the petitioner who is A-2, was not p resent a t the sc ene 

of offenc e when A-1 abused  the sec ond  respondent taking his 

c aste name.  Tha t apart, no spec ific  a llega tions a re made aga inst 

the petitioner to a ttrac t the offenc es under Sec tions 420, 504 and  

506 IPC.  Therefore, he sought to quash the p roc eed ings initia ted  

aga inst the petitioner.   

 A perusa l of the c ontents of the c omp la int would  revea l tha t 

spec ific  a llega tions a re made with referenc e to abusing the sec ond  

respondent and  Immad ic hetti Poc hamma on 12.03.2011 a t 9.30 

A.M. by A-1 taking the c aste name and  the petitioner and  A-3 a lso 
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rushed  to the Grampanc haya t offic e and  abused  Immad ic hetti 

Poc hamma taking  c aste name.  At tha t point of time, Boini 

Narsa iah, Kanaka tla  Ba la iah, Parka la  Srinu and  Mimind la  Narsa iah 

who were p resent a t the offic e, interfered  and  pac ified  the matter.  

However, A-1 to A-3 whic h inc lude the petitioner herein while 

leaving from the p lac e, threa tened  the c omp la inant-Immad ic hetti 

Sa ra iah and  Immad ic hetti Poc hamma with d ire c onsequenc es if 

they report the matter to the polic e c onc erned . 

In the light of the sa id  spec ific  a llega tions, the c ontention of 

the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner tha t no spec ific  a llega tions 

a re made and  no c ase is made out aga inst the petitioner, as fa r as 

the offenc es under Sec tions 504 and  506 IPC a re c onc erned , is not 

c orrec t.  The a llega tions made in the c omp la int, will make out a  

p rima  fac ie c ase as a lleged  therein.  Therefore, this Court feels tha t 

it is not the stage where the jurisd ic tion of this Court under Sec tion 

482 Cr.P.C. c an be invoked , more pa rtic ula rly when the c rime is a t 

the stage of investiga tion.  Therefore, there a re no merits in the c ase 

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

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

p resenc e of the petitioner is required  during  the c ourse of 

investiga tion, the investiga ting  offic er c onc erned  may invoke the 

p rovisions of Sec tion 41-A of Cr.P.C. as per law and  c omplete the 

investiga tion and  file the c harge sheet, if no c harge sheet is filed  as 

of now. 
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Interim order, if any, passed  by this Court sha ll stand  vac a ted . 

 

 The misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing in this c rimina l 

petition sha ll stand  c losed .  

__________________ 

P. KESHAVA RAO,J 

Date:29.12.2017 

Cc m 
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