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THE HON�BLE SRI JUSTICE M.SATYANARAYANA MURTHY 
 

 

CRIMINAL PETITION No.12479 of 2017 
 

 

ORDER:  

 This Crim inal Pet it ion, under Sect ion 482 Cr.P.C., is filed to 

quash the proceedings in PRC No.37 of 2017 on the file of Judicial First  

Class Magist rate, Badvel, YSR Kadapa Dist r ict . 

 

 Respondent  No.2/ de facto com plainant  lodged a report  with the 

police alleging that  while he was watching the house of T. Veera 

Bhaskar Reddy, the pet it ioners along with 10 others cam e to the said 

house along with JCB to pull down the house and thereupon 

quest ioned the accused about  their  high handed acts, the pet it ioners 

caused  bleeding injury near to his r ight  eye along with other injur ies 

with an iron rod and when he t r ied to obst ruct  them ,  they also t r ied to 

kill him  while saying that  if they dug and fill the pit  after killing him , 

nobody will object  to pull down the house of Saraswathi, wife of Veera 

Bhaskar Reddy and in the m eanwhile, Saraswathi and Srikanth cam e 

to the scene and on seeing them , they fled away along with JCB.  On 

the st rength of the report  of com plainant , a case in Cr.No.167 of 2017 

was registered for the offences under Sect ions 324, 307, 427 r/ w 34 

I PC and issued FI R.  During invest igat ion, the police exam ined as 

m any as 6 witnesses and recorded their  statem ents under Sect ion 161 

Cr.P.C. and after com plet ion of invest igat ion, they filed charge sheet .  

 

Learned counsel for the pet it ioners m ainly contended that  the 

allegat ions m ade in the chargesheet  against  this pet it ioners did not  

const itute any offence punishable under Sect ion 307 I PC and would 

draw the at tent ion of this Court  to the statem ent  of de facto 

com plainant , to establish that  except  A.1, other accused did not  cause 
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any injury on the com plainant  and on the st rength of the sam e, he 

contended that  the m aterial on record would not  const itute any 

offence punishable under Sect ions 324, 307 427 r/ w 34 I PC. 

 

As seen from  the allegat ions m ade in the chargesheet  coupled 

with other m aterial produced before the Court  including the 

statem ents of the witnesses recorded under Sect ion 161 Cr.P.C., 

would clearly disclose that  the pet it ioners along with 10 others raided 

the house of K. Veera Bhaskara Reddy with JCB and when the 

com plainant  quest ioned about  the high handed acts of the accused, 

the accused caused bleeding injur ies on the com plainant  including the 

injury near the eye of the com plaint  while threatening him  to kill.   

Therefore, the statem ents recorded by the police during invest igat ion 

and other m aterial collected would prim a facie show that  the 

pet it ioners com m it ted an offence punishable under Sect ions 324, 307, 

427 r/ w 34 I PC. Hence, this Court  cannot  exercise inherent  jur isdict ion 

while exercising power under Sect ion 482 Cr.P.C to quash the 

proceedings.  

 

Sect ion 482 Cr.P.C. conferred inherent  jur isdict ion on the Court  

to quash the proceedings only in three circum stances, which are as 

follows:   

To im plem ent  the Order passed by the t r ial Courts, to prevent  

abuse of process of Court  and to secure the ends of just ice.  

Keeping in view, the scope of Sect ion 482 Cr.P.C., the Apex Court  in 

St at e o f  Har y an a v . Bh aj an la l 1 ,  laid down the following seven 

guidelines:   
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(1)Where the allegat ions m ade in the first  inform at ion report  

or the complaint , even if they are taken at  their face value and 

accepted in their ent irety do not  pr im a facie const itute any offence or 

m ake out  a case against  the accused. 

 

2)  Where the allegat ions in the first  inform at ion report  and 

other m aterials, if any, accom panying the FI R do not  disclose a 

cognizable offence, j ust ifying an invest igat ion by police officers under 

sect ion 156(1)  of the code except  under an order of a Magist rate 

within the purview of Sect ion 155(2)  of the Code. 
 

3)  Where the uncont roverted allegat ions m ade in the FI R or 

complaint  and the evidence collected in support  of the same do not  

disclose the com m ission of any offence and m ake out  a case against  

the accused. 

4)  Where, the allegat ions in the FI R do not  const itute a 

cognizable offence but  const itute only a non-cognizable offence, no 

invest igat ion is perm it ted by a police officer without  an order of a 

Magist rate as contemplated under sect ion 155(2)  of the Code. 

(5)  Where the allegat ions made in the FI R or complaint  are so 

absurd and inherent ly improbable on the basis of which no prudent  

person can ever reach a j ust  conclusion that  there is sufficient  ground 

for proceeding against  the accused. 

(6)  Where there is an express legal bar engrafted in any of the 

provisions of the Code or the concerned Act  (under which a cr im inal 

proceeding is inst ituted)  to the inst itut ion and cont inuance of the 

proceedings and/ or where there is a specific provision in the Code or 

the concerned Act , providing efficacious redress for the grievance of 

the aggrieved party. 

(7)Where a cr im inal proceeding is m anifest ly at tended with 

m ala fide and/ or where the proceeding is m aliciously inst ituted with an 

ulter ior m ot ive for wreaking vengeance on the accused and with a 

view to spite him  due to pr ivate and personal grudge."  

 
 According to Guideline Nos. 2 and 3, the Court  can exercise 

inherent  j ur isdict ion to quash the proceedings, if the allegat ions m ade 

in the FI R or in the com plaint  did not  disclose the facts to const itute an 

offence;  or, the allegat ions m ade in the com plaint  or FI R are highly 

im probable.  

 

I n the present  facts and circum stances of the case, the contents 

of the charge sheet  and the statem ents recorded during invest igat ion, 

prim a facie const itute an offence punishable under Sect ions 324, 307, 

427 r/ w 34 I PC if taken on their  face value. Therefore, I  am  not  

inclined to exercise inherent  jur isdict ion under Sect ion 482 Cr.P.C. to 

quash the proceedings since the offences com m it ted by the pet it ioners 

along with others, are punishable under Sect ions 324, 307, 427 r/ w 34 

I PC. Therefore, I  find no ground to quash the proceedings at  this 

stage. 
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Accordingly, this Crim inal Pet it ion is dism issed at  the stage of 

adm ission.  

 

 

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

stand closed. 

         

                           

__________________________________ 

M. SATYANARAYANA MURTHY, J 
 

Date: 15.12.2017 

 

eha 
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HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE M. SATYANARAYANA MURTHY 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Crl.P. No.12479 of 2017 

                                  Dt. 15.12.2017 
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