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CRI MI NAL PETI TON No .8 4 2 1  OF 2 0 1 1  

 

ORDER:   

 This pet it ion is filed seeking for quash of the proceedings 

against  the pet it ioners, who are A1 to A3, in Crim e No.44 of 

2011 on the file of Kam badur Police Stat ion, Anantapur Dist r ict . 

The offences alleged are under Sect ions 498A r/ w 34 I PC. 

 

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

Prosecutor appearing for the 1st respondent .  None appears for 

the 2nd respondent  in spite of not ice. 

 

3. The com plaint  is filed by the 2nd respondent  stat ing that  

there was love between the 1st pet it ioner and herself and that  

later they got  m arr ied and after m arr iage she was taken to the 

house of the 1st pet it ioner and the 1st pet it ioner was studying 

B.Tech in Kuppam .  The m arr iage of the 1st pet it ioner and  

the 2nd respondent  was not  to the lik ing of the 2nd and 3 rd 

pet it ioners and they were expressing that  they would perform  

another m arr iage to the 1st pet it ioner and they harassed her 

physically and m entally. The 1st pet it ioner also used to telephone 

and heed to the advices of the 2nd and 3 rd pet it ioners and used 

to abuse the 2nd respondent . 

 

4. These being the allegat ions, the content ion of the 

pet it ioners’ counsel is that  the 2nd respondent  is a m inor and 

that  a not ice was issued by the 1st pet it ioner on 24.06.2011 

asking the parents of the 2nd respondent  not  to com pel him  to 

m arry. But  the m arr iage adm it tedly took place on 21.06.2011. 
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Hence, there is no m eaning for the not ice issued on 25.06.2011 

asking the parents of the 2nd respondent  not  to com pel him  for 

m arr iage.   

 

5. The content ion of the pet it ioners’ counsel that  the  

1st pet it ioner, being a student  of B.Tech in Kuppam , would not  

be in a posit ion to harass the 2nd respondent , is not  tenable.  

The com plaint  is clear on the m anner of harassm ent . 

The allegat ion is that  he used to harass her over phone.  Hence, 

unless all these aspects are gone into at  the t im e of t r ial, the 

proceedings cannot  be quashed. 

  

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

dism issed. However, the police are directed to follow the 

guidelines enunciated by the Suprem e Court  in the case of 

Ar n esh  Ku m ar  v . St at e o f  Bih ar  an d  an o t h er  ( Cr l .Ap p eal  

No .1 2 7 7  o f  2 0 1 4 ) 1 , before effect ing the arrest  of the 

pet it ioner.  I nter im  stay granted by this court  on 24.11.2011 in 

Crl.P.M.P.No.9032 of 2011, shall stand vacated.   

 

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

shall stand closed.   

 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

T.RAJANI , J 

October 22, 2018  
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