
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO  
 

CRIMINAL REVISION CASE No.814 of 2018 

 

ORDER:  

 

 Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioners and  the lea rned  

Pub lic  Prosec utor appearing  for the first respondent-Sta te. 

 Though notic e is served  on the sec ond  respondent, pursuant to the 

orders passed  by this Court, she has not c hosen to appear either in person 

or by engag ing any c ounsel.   

 

 The p resent c rimina l revision c ase is filed  questioning the orders 

da ted  30.12.2017 passed  in CFR No.3082 of 2017 in Crime No.47 of 2015 of 

Tada  Polic e Sta tion in taking  c ognizanc e of the offenc es under Sec tion 

323 IPC and  Sec tions 3(1)(X) of SC & ST (POA) Ac t aga inst the petitioners 

herein on the file of the Court of the Add itiona l Jud ic ia l Magistra te of First 

Class, Sullurpet. 

 The fac ts of the c ase a re tha t the sec ond  respondent herein, filed  

a  c omp la int aga inst the petitioners herein on 08.03.2015 sta ting  tha t on 

tha t day in the morning hours, there was quarrel in respec t of tree 

between Kanc hi Venka ta  Rama iah and  Bhupa thi.  At tha t time, the 

sec ond  respondent was p resent there.  Two hours therea fter, when she 

was c leaning the vessels, Bhupa thi and  his sons Dorababu and  Giribabu 

pushed  the stove on her and  they tried  to bea t her by saying “ Lanja  move 

from here a re you doing b roker works, ma la  lanja , why a re you staying 

here?, and  by c a lling  me c ome out and  destroyed  a ll the stoc k of 

c iga rettes and  other items tota l worth of Rs.10,000/ - and  g lass a lmirahs 

a long with their wives and  some other unidentified  persons by abusing me 

‘ fuc k your mother’ ” .  Pursuant to the sa id  c omp la int, a  c rime was 

reg istered  vide FIR No.47 of 2015 for the offenc es under Sec tions 427 r/ w 

149 IPC and  Sec tion 3(1)(x) of SC & ST (POA) Ac t.  Pursuant to the 

reg istra tion of the c rime, investiga tion was c onduc ted  and  the 
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investiga ting  agenc y, submitted  a  report to the effec t tha t it is a  fa lse 

c ase.  The sec ond  respondent, a fter servic e of notic e on the fa lse report, 

submitted  p rotest app lic a tion in the form of c omp la int before the lea rned  

Add itiona l Jud ic ia l Magistra te of First Class, Sullurpet.  Pursuant to the 

c omp la int, and  a fter rec ord ing the sta tements of the sec ond  respondent 

and  the other witnesses, the Court has passed  orders on 30.12.2017 taking 

c ognizanc e of the offenc es aga inst the petitioners and  issued  summons 

by orders da ted  30.12.2017.  Aggrieved  by the same, the p resent c rimina l 

revision c ase is filed .   

 The lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioners vehemently 

a rgued  tha t no p rima  fac ie c ase is made out aga inst the petitioners, 

muc h less for the offenc e under Sec tion 323 IPC and  Sec tion 3(1)(x) of SC 

& ST (POA) Ac t.  The lea rned  c ounsel a lso b rought to the notic e of this 

Court tha t in the c omp la int da ted  8.3.2015, the names of the petitioners, is 

not mentioned .  For the first time, the sec ond  respondent has mentioned  

the names of the petitioners only in the p rotest petition.  Therefore, there is 

an improvement in the p rotest petition when c ompared  with the orig ina l 

c omp la int lodged  by the sec ond  respondent.    Per c ontra , the lea rned  

Pub lic  Prosec utor appearing for the first respondent-Sta te, submitted  tha t 

there a re spec ific  a llega tions in the c omp la int as well as in the p rotest 

petition with regard  to the c ommission of the offenc e.  It is the spec ific  

c ase of the sec ond  respondent tha t on 8.03.2015 in the morning hours, 

she was assaulted  by the petitioners 1, 3, 5, and  7. 

 Having heard  both the lea rned  c ounsel and  perusa l of the materia l 

on rec ord , it is revea led  tha t there is spec ific  a llega tion with regard  to the 

c ommission of the offenc e on 8.3.2015 in the morning  hours.  However, a  

perusa l of the report submitted  by the investiga ting  agenc y as fa lse, does 

not ind ic a te, any reason.  In fac t, it is only a  p roforma notic e to the 

c omp la int.  In the p rotest petition, filed  in response to referring  the c ase as 
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fa lse, the sec ond  respondent has c a tegoric a lly sta ted  with referenc e to 

the da te and  time about the c ommission of the offenc e.  It a lso ind ic a tes 

the names of the petitioners who were p resent a t the sc ene of offenc e.  In 

these c irc umstanc es, this Court is of the op inion tha t there is no irregula rity 

or illega lity in the orders passed  by the Court below in taking c ognizanc e 

of the offenc es aga inst the petitioners.  Thus, there a re no merits in the 

c rimina l revision c ase. 

Ac c ord ing ly, the c rimina l revision c ase is d ismissed .  After the order 

is p ronounc ed , the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioners has requested  this 

Court to d ispense with the p resenc e of the petitioners sinc e some of the 

petitioners a re house wives. Ac c ed ing to the request of the lea rned  

c ounsel for the petitioners, the p resenc e of the petitioners is d ispensed  

with exc ep t on the da tes when their p resenc e is required .   

 Misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll a lso stand  d ismissed . 

___________________ 

  P. KESHAVA RAO, J  

 

Da te: 18.07.2018. 

CCM 
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