
THE HON' BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

Cr im in a l  Pet i t ion  No .3 1 3 2  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 ioner/ A.1, seeking to 

quash the proceedings in Crim e No.79 of 2017 on the file of Nerm et ta 

Police Stat ion, Warangal Com m issionerate, registered for the offences 

under Sect ions 3(1) (p) , 3(1) (g) , 3(1) (q) , 3(1) ( r) , 3(1) (s) , 3(2) (va) , 

4(1) (s)  of the Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes (Prevent ion of 

At rocit ies)  Am endm ent  Act , 2015. 

 

2 . Heard the learned counsel for the pet it ioner/ A.1, learned 

Assistant  Public Prosecutor represent ing the 1st respondent -State and 

perused the record. 

 

3 . The learned counsel for the pet it ioner/ A.1 would subm it  that  

when this pet it ioner/ A.1 had lodged a report  against  the husband of 

the de- facto com plainant , this false case is foisted against  her, after 

due deliberat ions, with a delay of one and half m onths.  The 

pet it ioner/ A.1 is not  responsible for the allegat ions m ent ioned in the 

pr ivate com plaint  filed by the de- facto com plainant .  Further, there is 

no specific m ent ion of the caste of the de- facto com plainant  and also 

the alleged abuses m ade and ult im ately prayed to quash the 

proceedings. 

 

4 . The learned Assistant  Public Prosecutor opposed the relief 

sought  by the pet it ioner/ A.1. 

 

5 . As per the m aterial produced before this Court , on a report  

given by the pet it ioner/ A.1, a case in Crim e No.37 of 2017 was 



  

 

2 

registered on the file of Narm et ta Police Stat ion, Warangal 

Com m issionerate, against  the de- facto com plainant  herein for the 

offences under Sect ions 447 & 427 of I .P.C., wherein, it  is alleged 

that  the husband of the de- facto com plainant , along with other 

persons, said to have t respassed into the building, nam ely, Vayojana 

Vidya Kendram  and dam aged som e part  of that  building.  There is a 

case and counter case between the part ies to the lit igat ion.  The t ruth 

or otherwise of the allegat ions is required to be determ ined after due 

invest igat ion.  I t  is not  a fit  case to quash the proceedings against  the 

pet it ioner/ A.1.  I n view of the nature of allegat ions, the interest  of 

the pet it ioner/ A.1 is required to be protected. 

 

6 . Under these circum stances, the I nvest igat ing Officer is directed 

to com plete and invest igat ion and file Final Report  before the Court  

concerned, without  arrest ing the pet it ioner/ A.1. 

 

7 . With the above direct ion, the Crim inal Pet it ion is disposed of.

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

shall stand closed. 

   
 

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

 

14 th March, 2018 
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