
 

SMT JUSTI CE T. RAJANI  

 

CRI MI NAL PETI TI ON No .1 1 8 7 2  o f  2 0 1 1  

 

ORDER:  

 

 This pet it ion is filed, by the pet it ioner, who is A1, seeking 

for quash of the proceedings in C.C.No.767 of 2006 on the file of 

the Court  of VI I I  Met ropolitan Magist rate, Cyberabad at  

Rajendranagar, Ranga Reddy Dist r ict .  The offences alleged are 

under  

Sect ions 109, 120-B, 166, 167, 189, 339, 340 and 503 r/ w 34 

I PC. 

 

2. Heard the counsel for the pet it ioner and the Public 

Prosecutor appearing for the 1st respondent .  None appears for 

the 2nd respondent  in spite of not ice.  

 

3. The counsel for the pet it ioner subm its that  this pet it ioner 

was working as Stat ion House Officer, Rajendranagar Police 

Stat ion at  the relevant  point  of t im e. The allegat ion against  this 

pet it ioner is that  he did not  act  on the com plaint  given by the 

com plainant  with regard to the allegat ions against  A2 to A4.   

The com plainant  approached this court  by way of W.P.No.14796 

of 2006 seeking relief for the said inact ion on the part  of A1 and 

the averm ents in the com plaint  that  this court  directed the 

com plainant  to init iate act ion under Sect ion 190 Cr.P.C.,  

are totally false.  He draws the at tent ion of this court  to the 

order, dated 14.09.2006, passed in the said writ  pet it ion, 

wherein there was no specific direct ion m ade to the com plainant  
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to file a case against  the pet it ioner under Sect ion 190 Cr.P.C. 

The court  while dism issing the writ  pet it ion gave liberty to the 

pet it ioner to pursue appropriate rem edies either before the Civil 

Courts or cr im inal courts of com petent  jur isdict ion in respect  of 

any subsist ing or potent ial gr ievance for t ransgression of any 

Court  orders or otherwise,  

in accordance with law. I t  m ade clear that  nothing in the order 

shall be const rued by any Court  or authority as an expression by 

this Court  on m erits of the pet it ioner’s claim s, content ions or 

assert ions and these are set  out  only for the purpose of 

providing a foundat ion for the eventual order.   

 

4. Hence, it  appears that  even in the order passed in the writ  

pet it ion, liberty granted to the pet it ioner is only when there is 

any potent ial gr ievance for t ransgression of any court  orders or 

otherwise.  Sect ion 166 I PC reads as follows:  

“166. Public servant  disobeying law, with intent  to cause injury 

to any person — Whoever, being a public servant , knowingly 

disobeys any direct ion of the law as to the way in which he is to 

conduct  him self as such public servant , intending to cause, or 

knowing it  to be likely that  he will by such disobedience, cause 

injury to any person, shall be punished with sim ple 

imprisonment  for a term  which may extend to one year, or with 

fine or with both.”  

 

5. A reading of the com plaint  does not  in any way show that  

there was any disobeyance by the pet it ioner with an intent ion to 

cause injury to the com plainant . The allegat ion is only that  this 

pet it ioner did not  act  on the com plaint  given by him . Hence,  

the alleged acts of the pet it ioner do not  at t ract  the offence under 

Sect ion 166 I PC and hence, this court  opines that  it  would be an 
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abuse of process of law to cont inue the proceedings against  the 

pet it ioner. 

 

6.  With the above observat ions, the Crim inal Pet it ion is 

allowed and the proceedings in C.C.No.767 of 2006 on the file of 

the Court  of VI I I  Met ropolitan Magist rate, Cyberabad at  

Rajendranagar, Ranga Reddy Dist r ict ,  are hereby quashed.  

 

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

shall stand closed.  

 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

T. RAJANI , J 

Septem ber 7, 2018 

LMV 


