
THE HON' BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

Cr im in a l  Pet i t ion  No .3 1 2 4  o f  2 0 1 8  

ORDER:  

 
 

 This Crim inal Pet it ion, under Sect ion 482 of the Code of 

Crim inal Procedure, 1973, is filed by the pet it ioners/ A.1 to A.4 & A.6, 

seeking to quash the proceedings in C.C.No.346 of 2017 on the file of 

I  Addit ional Judicial Magist rate of First  Class, Jagt ial. 

 

2 . Heard the learned counsel for the pet it ioners/ A.1 to A.4 & A.6, 

learned Assistant  Public Prosecutor represent ing the 1st respondent -

State and perused the record. 

 

3 . The learned counsel for the pet it ioners/ A.1 to A.4 & A.6 would 

subm it  that  the respondent  No.2 herein did not  state in her sworn 

statem ent  with regard to the beat ings etc., to const itute offence 

under Sect ions 324, 504, 509, 506( ii)  and 290 of I .P.C.  The 

allegat ions m ade in the com pliant  do not  const itute offences under 

the aforem ent ioned provisions of law and ult im ately prayed to allow 

the applicat ion. 

 

4 . The learned Assistant  Public Prosecutor opposed the relief 

sought  by the pet it ioners/ A.1 to A.4 & A.6. 

 

5 . Now the point  for determ inat ion is whether the proceedings 

against  the pet it ioners/ A.1 to A.4 & A.6 in C.C.No.346 of 2017 on the 

file of I  Addit ional Judicial Magist rate of First  Class, Jagt ial, are liable 

to be quashed. 

 

6 . As seen from  the sworn statement  given by the vict im , the 

pet it ioners/ A.1 to A.4 & A.6 are the relat ives of respondent  No.2 

herein.  There are disputes relat ing to sharing of the joint  fam ily 
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propert ies.  There are specific allegat ions of abusing the respondent  

No.2 as “LANJA ENKA ENDUKU ADI GUTUNNAVE NUVVU 

EMI CHESUKUNTAVO CHESUKO MEERU AASTE LEDANI  RASI  ESTE MEE 

BONDS ESTA” .  There are also allegat ions of beat ing the respondent  

No.2 with br ick and hands indiscr im inately, insult ing her, 

m isbehaving with her by dragging her sari and pushing her on the 

floor, against  the pet it ioners/ A.1 to A.4 & A.6.  The allegat ions do 

require invest igat ion as per the procedure established by law.  There 

are grave and specific allegat ions against  the pet it ioners/ A.1 to A.4 & 

A.6.  I t  is not  appropriate to quash the proceedings against  them .  

Further, it  cannot  be said that  cont inuat ion of proceedings is abuse of 

process of law.  The Crim inal Pet it ion is devoid of m erit  and is liable 

to be dism issed. 

 

7 . Accordingly, the Crim inal Pet it ion is dism issed. 

Miscellaneous pet it ions, if any, pending in this Crim inal Pet it ion, 

shall stand closed. 

 

8 . I n the open Court , when the above order was dictated, Sri 

K.Lakshm i Manohar, learned counsel for the pet it ioners/ A.1 to A.4 & 

A.6 m ade an unwarranted com m ent  as follows: -  

“This is a clear case of quashing the proceedings 

against  the pet it ioners/ A.1 to A.4 & A.6 and in his 36 

years’ of standing, he did not  com e across this kind of 

order.”  

 

  This kind of ut terance is deprecated.  The counsel tendered 

apology. 

   

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  
Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

 

14 th March, 2018 

Bvv  


