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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

THURSDAY, THE EIGHTH DAY OF ALIGLIST
TWO THOUSAMD AMD TWENTY FOUR

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE E.V. VENUGOPAL
CRIMINAL PETITION NO: 3319 OF 2016

Betweean:

TG Suryanarayana, S0, Late Prahlad Shotty, Aged about 60 years, Qo
Direclar - RBlassoms Oils and Fats, Rio. 6-3-600/147/A, Anand Magar Colony
Khairalabad, Hyderabad

...Petitioner | Accused
AND

1 AVS Ramesh Chandran, 8o, AVER Gupta, Cee, Sr. Manager, APOILFED.
& P, Cooperative Oilsesds Growers Federation L1d,, Rio. C-Block, 3rd Flaor,
BRK Bhavan, Khairatabad, Hyderabad

9. The State of Telangana, Rep. by its PP, High Courl of Judicatura al
Hyclarabad, for the State of Telangana and the Slate of Andhra Pradesh

...Respondents | Complainant
Petilion under Section 482 of Cr.P.C. praying that n the circumstances
statod in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may

be pleased to quash all futher proceedings in Crime No. 11 of 2016 ol Central
Crime Station (DD}, Hyderabad in the inlerest of justice

LA, NO: 2 OF 2016/CRLPMP. NO: 3589 OF 2016)

Petilion under Section 482 of Cr.P.C. praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandurmn of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Courl may
be pleased to stay &l further proceedings including the arrest of the Petitioners
in Crime Moo 11 of 2016 of Coentral Cnme Station (DD), Hyderabad pending

disposal of the above Criminal petition in the interest of justice.



LA. NO: 1 OF 2022

The State of Telangana, Rep. by its PP, High Court of Judcatlure at
Hyderahad, tor the Slate of Telangana end the State of Andina Pradesh

...Petitioner ! Respondent

1, TG Suryanarayana, Sio. Lale Prahlad Shetty, Aged about 60 years, Occ
Director - Blessoms Oils and Fals, Rie. 6-2-609147/4, Anang Magar Colony,
K.hairatabad, Myderabad

...Rospondent | Accused

5 AVS Ramesh Chandran, Sio. AYSRE Gupla, Oce. Sr. Manager, APQILFED,
A P. Cooperative Qilseads Growers Federation Ltd., Rio. G-Block, Jrd Floor,
RRK Bhavan, Khairatabad, Hyderabad

{ R-2 is nol necessary party )
..Respondent | Complainant

Peatition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C. praying that n [he circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Patition, the High Courd may
be pleased to vacate the stay granted in CrlP. Noo 3318/2006 on the file of
Hon'bBle High Court, dated 11.03.2016.

Thiz Petition comng on for hearing, upon perusing the Memaorandum of
Grounds of Crminal Petiion and  upon hearing the arguments  of
Ms Tanushres, Advocate Rep. Sri | Pradyumna Kumar Reday, Advocate tor the
Potitioner and Ms A Swarupa Reddy, Advocate on behalf of the Respondeant
Mo 1 (None Appeared) and Ms 5 Madhavi. Assistant Public Prosecutor far the

Respondaent No. 2

The Court made the following Order :



THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE E.V.VENUGOPAL

CRIMINAL PETITION No.3319 OF 2016

ORDER:

The present Criminal Petition is filed seeking to guash the
proceedings in Crime No.1l of 2016 of Central Crime Stalion
(13.D.), Hyderabad.

2, Heard Ms Tarnushree, learned counsel representing
Mr. T.Pradyumna Kumar Reddy, learned counsel for the peuitioner
and  M=z.S Madhavi, learned Assistant  Public  Proseculor

appearing for respondenl No,2-5tate.

3. The brief facts of the case are that respondent No:l

Company was involved in the business of supplying crude palm
pil to various refineries on agreed rates on day o day basis,
Whileso, the petitioner firm  through a  broker, approached
respondent No.l lor supply of 5624390 mis of o1l valued at
Rs.25,37,685/- on various dates from 21.08.2014 to 20.09.2014,
Pursuant thereto, the petitioner issued 33 cheques for & sum of
Rs.2,53,76,835/ on various dares, drawn on several bankers o
respondent Mo.l. It is stated that on presentation, the sad
cheques were returned dishoneured for the reason “insullicient

furids®. Therefore, a notice was sent Lo the petitioner’s Company
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stating that the chegues were returned dishonoured. Then, the
petitioner gave a reply staling that a major fire accident had
ocourred 1 their Company and expressed thewr inability to pay
the amount within the stipulated time. However, the petitioner’s
Company assured o pay Rupees one crore during November,
2014 and the remaining balance amount during December, 2014,
The smd pronosal was not accepted by respondent No.l and a
final notice was issued to the Company demanding payment of
the amount due along with interest i 24%. Bul the petitioner
defaulled in payment of money despite receipl of notice. Basing
on the said facts the present crime was registered against the

petitioner for the oflunces under Sections 420 and 406 of 1,P.CL

. Learnced  counsel  for the petitioner contended  that
admitredly there are disputcs between petitioner and respondent
No.1 pertaining to business lransactions which arc absolutely
civil-in-nature. Having initiated proceedings under Section 138 of
the Nepotiable Instruments Act (for short, “the NI Act'), apainst
the petitionier, before the competent criminal Court vide
C.C.Nas. 271, 272, 273, 274 of 2015, precisely after a lapse of une
year, the present complaint has been filed against Lhe petitioner

only to exert pressure on the petitioner. Therefare, she submitted

-
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that continuation of impugned proceedings is abuse of process of

law and seeks to allow Lthe Criminal Petition,

8 Learncd Assistant Public Prosecutor contended thal due Lo
slay in operation, further invesligation in the subject crime has
been stalled, Unless and until investigation is permitted to be
continued by the respondent-police, the trulth cannot e elicited.

Therefore, she seeks to pass appropriate orders.

£, Having regard to the submissions made by both the learned
counsel, this Court is inclined to direct the respondent-Police to
conduct and conclude investigation, as expeditiously as possible,
preferably withint a perind of three (3] months from the date of
receipt of a4 copy of the order, strictly following the procedure as
conternplated under Scction 41-A of Cr.P.C. and the guidelines
formulated by the Honble Supreme Court in Arnesh Kumnar v
State of Bihar' scrupulously, It is needless to mention that, any
deviation in this regard will be viewed seriously and the petitioner
is also directed to co-uperate with the investigalion, without

causing any hindrance.

7. Accordingly, the Criminal Perition is disposed of,

P
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Miscellaneous Petitions, pending if any, shall stand closed.

Sdi. T. JAYASREE
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR /

ITRUE COPY/! | ——————
| 'SECTION OFFICER

To,
1. The First Addtional Chief Metropalitan Magistrate at Hyderabad

9 The Station House Officer, Cantral Crime Station P3, Hyderabad District

9 Two CCsto the Public Proseculos, High Court far the State of Telangana,
Hyderabad |CUT]

4. One CC 1o S T Pradyumna Kumar Reddy, Advocate [OPUC]
5. One 0C to Ms A Swarupa Reddy, Advocate [QPUG]
8. Two CD Capies



HIGH COURT

DATED:08/08/2024

ORDER
CRLP.N0.3319 of 2016
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DISPOSING OF THE CRLP



