IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

TUESDAY. THE EIGHTH DAY OF D =
= EIGHT - DECEMBER
TWO THOUSAND aND TWENTY

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE T. VINOD KUMAR

CRIMINAL PETITION NO- 7201 OF 20109

Between:

Poreddy Gopal Reddy, ='o late Kanaka Reddy, aged Major, Qee.

B e T g iy B;.Ei"'ﬂﬁﬁ :
B-5310. Brinagar colony dth lane Kathagudem Town, Khammam e

wPetitionar A d
- coused Mo, 1

1. The state of Telangans, Thro ugh the Police station Kothagudem 3 town

Bhadradri,Kothagudem District, represented by the Public Prosecutor, Hi
Ruildings Hyderahad, P ¥ ublic Prosecutor, High Court

2. Bodikala Jyothi Kumari, Wi, Krupadayal, aged 35 years, caste SC, Oce. Nurse
at Dr.\andanapu Venkateshwar Rao, Rio. Buddagadda of Kothagude,

«Respondent

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying thal in the circumstances stated
in the Memarandum of Grounds of Criminal Pelition. the High Court may be pleased
to quash the SC.SPL-SESSIONS CASES -SC/ST. Mo 80 of 2019 an the file of the
Court of the Tth SPECIAL SESSIONS JUDGE FOR SCIST CASESICOURT)
KHAMMAR,

LA. NO: 1 OF 2019

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying thal in the circumstances stated
n the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may be pleased
o disperse with cenified copy charge shest of SC.S5PL - SESSI0ONS CALE-
SCIST No.50 of 2019, dated on the file of Court of thae Tth SPECIAL SESSIONS
JUDGE FOR SC/ST CASES(COURT ) KHAMBARM,

LA. NO: 2 OF 201

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances stated
in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may be pleased
to stay the proceedings of the 2C.SPL -SESSIONS CASE-SC/ST. No.50 of 2018 an
Ihe file of the Courl af the 7th SPECIAL SESSICNS JUDGE FOR SC/5T CASES
(COURT) KHAMMAM Including the appearance of the petitioner pending disposal of

the abowve Criminal Fetition



This Petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Memorandum of
Erounds of Criminal Petition and upon hearing the arguments of S J. 2. Franois,
Advocate for lhe Peliboner and the Assistant Public Prosescutor en behalf of the
Respondent Mo.1 and of Sr MM, Hanumantha Rao, Advocate for the Respondent
Mo, 2

The Court made the fellowing: ORDER
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Criminal Petition No 7501 of 2019
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SD/-M.MANJULA,
ASBISTANT REGISTRAR

TRUE COPY// .7
To SECTION OFFICER

The VIl Spacial Seasions Judge for SCisT Cases (Court) Khammarm.
The Il Additicnal Judiciz First Class Magistrate, at Fothagudem,
The Station House Officer, 1 Town Polico Station, Hcﬁtnaﬁude.ﬂ.
Two CCs (o the Fublic Prosecutor High Courl for the Stade of Telan
Hyderabad [OUT]

One CC to Srd. ¢ Francis, Advocate [OPUC)

One CCfo SriMy, Hanumantaha Rao, Advocate [CPUC]
Two C0 Copies
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HIGH COURT
DATED:08/12/2020

\
ORDER ’
CRLP.No.7501 of 2018 \\i Bivgs D f,,f/

DISPOSING OF THE CRIMINAL PETITION



