IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD

MONDAY, THE TWENTY EIGHTH DAY OF DECEMBER
TWO THOLUSAND AND TWENTY

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE T.VINOD KUMAR

CRIMINAL PETITION NO: 6482 OF 2020

Betweean:

1. Yanzla Sarojana |, Wio, Amrutha Reddy, Aged about G2 years, Qoo Agnouiture,
Rie. Kelapahad willage, Atmakur (s) Manda!, Suryapet District,

2. Yanala Poolamma, W/e. Malla Reddy, Aged about 85 years, Deo. Agriculture,
Ric. Kotapahad willage, Atmakur {s) Mandat, Suryapet District.

..Petitioners/Accused
AND

1, The State of Tetangana, Through 5.H.O, Atmakur (5} Police Station |
represented by its Public Prosecutor, High Court, at Hyderahad.

2. Dawarath Samba, S/c. Mancha, Aged about 62 years, Occ. Labourer, Rio. Jagni
Thanda, H'o. of Kotapahad (), Atmakur {S), Suryapet District.

..Respondents/Complainant

Fetition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that In the circumstances statad

in the Mamorandum of Grounds of Criminal Pefition, tha High Court may ba plaased
o quash the criminal proceedings in Crime No4d46 of 2018 on the file of Police
Station Atrmakur (3), Suryapet, for the offences Lfs, 306 of |PC against the

petiticners/accused herain.

LA. NO: 1 OF 2020

FPeatition undar Sactiaon 482 of Cr.P.C praving that in the circumstances stated
in the Memarandurr of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Courl may be pleased
10 dispense with filing of Cedified copy of the Crime No 46 of 2018 an the file of
Police Station Atmakur {5), Suryapel. for the offences s, 306 of IPC and sccept

lhe Kerox copy of the same.
LA NO: 2 OF 2020

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances stated
in the Memarandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition. the High Court may be pleased
tor stay of all further proceedings including arrast of the Petitioners/Accused harain in
Crime Ne 48 of 2018 on the file of Police Station Atmakur {5), Suryapetl. for the
offences Uis. 306 of IPC.



This Petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Memorandum of
Grounds of Criminal Pelition and upon hearing the arguments of Sri Yeera Babu
Gandu. Advocate for the Patilioners and the Public Prosecutor on behall of tre
Respondent Noo1 and of the Respondent Mo.2 nol appearing in persan or Dy
Advocata,

The Court made the following: ORDER



THE HON'ELE SRI JUSTICE T.VINOD KUMAR

CRIMINAL PETITION No.6482 of 2020

ORDER:
This Criminal Petition is filed under Seclion 482 of Cr. P,
seeking w quash the Crime No.46 of 3018 on the file of the Station
House  Officer, Atmakur Police Station, Suryapet District,
regisiercd for the offence punishable under Section 306 of the

Indian Pecnal Code, The Petitioners herein are darraycd as accysed

Nos | & 2 along with one Erupula Mangamma.

2. Heard learned courisei for the petitioners and learmed Puhblic
Prosecuror appearing for the first respondent - State and perused
the material placed on record,

s With the consent of the learned counsel appearing for the
parties, the crimins] petition is takepn LR for hearing through Video
Conferencing in the virtual Court tocay, ie, 28.12.20230.

4, The learned counsel for the petitioners would submit that
the second respondent/ de facta complainant has mentioned the
name. of the petitioners in the complamnt Jodged with  firsg
respondent police authority, though the petitioners are Ty WAy
comnected with the self-help group.  The learned counsel wouly
urther submi that inasmuch as the petitioners are e way
commected with the self-help group, the petitioners could nol have
plaved ary role ip abetting the deceased 1o commit suicide, as
complained of by the defacto complainant. Thus, the learned
counsel for the petitioners would submit that the petilioners have
been falsely foisted in the above crime and thus prays for quashing

i the FIR registered,



-

B e & o i
Fe: The learned Additional Pubiic Prosecutor, O the othar I

aiel,
would submit that initially the FIR was registered only under 1he
arovisions of Qection 306 PC. Subsequently, upon lea rning that

i i

the deceased is a member of the Scheduled Castc {Tribe, the
respondent authority involked the provisions of 5Cs % STs (POA
Act, 1989 and the provisions of Section 3 (2)v) of Scheduled
Castes and geheduled Tribes [Provention of Attrocitics] Act REFCRE
(for short BCs & STs (POA) Act) is also added in the FIR. The
jearned Additional Public Proscoutor wowld further sulbmit that &
reading of the complainl steelf would bring out o snvolvernent of
the petitioners in abetting the crime. Thus, the learned Additional
Puhlic Progeculor would submit that this s nobl an exceptionsl
case for this Court 10 exercise the inherent POWETS conlerred under
qection 482 of Cr.F.C. 0 quash Lhe Crime cegistered and 18 heing,

vestigated into by the respondent authority.

=

. The learned Additional Pubic Proseculal would also  draw
the attention of shis Courl to the jadgment ~endered Dy the
Hon'ble Apex Courl i the case of 8.4 Datta v, State of Gujarat
H2007) 1 aCC 659] wherein it was held that, i a perusal of FIK
leads to disclosure of the commission of offence evET broadly, aw
courts are barred from wsurping the Jjurisdiction of the police. The
investigating authority should be permitted 10 proceed with the
nuestigation The learned Additional Public Proseciior woulid
cubmit that a perusal of the complaint would go to show that it 1s
the conduct of petitioners, that forced the deceased to take the
exrreme step of cnding  her lfe. Learned Additional pukhe
prosecuior wonald also submit thal the irvestigation 1 the matler

is in advance Stage, 88 the first responoen! police aarhority

——



To

examined 12 witnesses and recorded their statements and shortly,

the investigating authority is going to file the charge sheet in the

maiter before the concerned trigl Court.

7. Heving regard to the submissions made ag above and
considering the fact thay the olfenee slleged against the petitioners
relate o Hbtl'?i::g fgr COMTILlne sulcide  and charged under
Sectien 306 |pC read with Section 4 (2iiv] of SCs & S5Ts (POA) ger
and having regard o the law laid down I S.M. Datta's CRSe
[=Upra), as reiterated in the case o Tarameani Parakh State
of Madhya Pradesh and others (207 ) 11 Sce 260, (hix Court
1% of the view thae tire present case IS Not one of exceplional cage
where this Court i fequired to exercise Inherent prowers under

Seclion 183 of Cr.P.c,

H, In view gf the above, (he crirning| Petition iy deveid of merit
and ig accordingly, dismizssed, Pending miscellanegys Pelitions, if

any, shall stand closed in the light of thiy final ordey.
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HIGH COURT

TVKJ

DATED:28/12/2020

ORDER

CRLP.No.G43 2 of 2020

DISMISSING THE CRIMINAL PETITION



