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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

TUESDAY, THE FIRST DAY OF JULY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

PRESENT
THE HONOURAELE SRI JUSTICE N.TUKARAM.JI

CRIMINAL PETITION NO: 7979 OF 2025

Between: :
&ri. Raja Singh, 5/c. Late. Amar singh, aged abkout 20 years. Occ. Pyt Job,
Rifo H No 13-2-27/0AB. Rahesempura. Dhoolpel. Asif Magar. Hyderabad

...PETITIONER
AND
1 The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Public Prosecutor, High Court at
Hyderabad.
#  The Special Executive Magistrate, Hyderahad District
3. The Station House Ofticer, Protubiton and Excise Police Station, Hyderabad.

-.RESPONDENTS

FPetition under Section 528 of BNSE praying that in the croumstances
stated in the Memarandum of Grounds of Criminal Petitien, the High Court may
be pleased to call for the records relating to M.C.No.C/1181/2024 dated
24 05 2025 on the file of Spacal Execulive Magistrate, Hyderabad for the alleged
offence Uis 491 of 129 BNSE and quash the zame.

1A, NO: 2 OF 2025

Fatition under Section 528 of BNSS prayving that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition. the High Court may
be pleased o grant stay of all further proceedings in MC No CH181/2024 dated
24.05.2025% on the file of Special Executive Magistrate, Hyderabad.

This Petition coming on for hearning, upon parusing the Memorandum of
Grounds of Criminal Fetition and upon heanng the arguments of S0 AVINASH
SINGH, Advocate for the Patitioner and Sri V.Jithenaer Rao, Addl. Fublic
Frosecutor on behalt of the Hespondent Mo, 1 fo 3.

The Court made the following: ORDER
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THE HONOQURABLE SRI JUSTICE N.TUKARAN.JI

CRIMINAL PETITION No. 7979 OF 2025

ORDER

This Crimmal Petbon s fled under Sechon 528 of Bharalva
Nagearin  Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 (for shart the BNSS'), sesking
guashment of the proceedings against the pefitionsr in MG No.Cf
1191/2024, dated 24.05.2025 issued by the Special Executive Magistrate.

Hyderabad,

Z. | have heard MrAvinash Singh, learmead counsel for the peliboner
and mMrithender Hao Veeramalla, learned Additicnal Pubiic Prosecutor,

rapresenting Lhe respondents.

3 Laarnad counssl Tor the petitionar submits thatl the impugned show-
cause nofice, issued under Sections 497 and 129 of thae BNSS alleges
that the petitiongr had executed a bond tor good behaviaur in the sum of
Rs.1.00.000 for & parod of one year. [t is further stated therein that the
Stalion House Oficer, Prohibition and Excise Slabon, Dhoclpetl. has
reported the pethioner's involvement in COR No. © ot 2025 dated
O7.02.2025, thereby constituting an alleged breach of the said band. He
contends that the issuance of Lthe show-cause notice is legally unlenahbla.
as it 15 selely prermised on the registration of a eriminal case without any
conclusive finding or adjudication establishing guilt. Mere registration of &

First Information Repart (FIR), absent substantialing evidence or
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conviction, cannol by itself be construed as a breach of the bond
conditions and does not justify the iniiation of proceedings under the said
provisions.,  Thus. prayed for interference and guashment of the
proceedings.
4. Learned  Additional Public Prosecufor states thal, based on
infarmation from the Station House Officer, Protubition and Excize
tation, Dhoolpet, the Special Execulive Magistrate-respondent No.2 had
only issued notice lo the petitioner to show cause as o why legal aclion
should not be enforced against him and therefare, sought for dismissal of

lhe petition.
5. I have carefully examined the matarials on record,

B. A close reading of the impugned show-cause notice reveals that,
based on a reporl submilled by the Station House Oflicer, Prohibilion and
Excise Slation, Dhoolpet, alleging thal the petitioner 15 3 habilual offender
involved in repeated breaches of the peace within the jurisdictional limits
of said station, respondent No. 2 issued a notice to the petiioner, calling

upan explanation why legal action should not be initiated.

T The issuance of a show-cause notice is a preliminary procecural
slep intended o provide the recipienl an opportunity to prasent an

explanation as to why further proceedings should not be initialed. Such a




notice, by 1ts very nature, cannot be construed as arkitrary or as an order
imposing any penal or adverse conseguences. upon the petitioner,
Viewerd thus, challenging the very issuance of the show-cause nolics
without availing the opportunity to respond 15 legally untenanie. Withaut
delving into other aspects of the matter, this Courl inds it appropnate to
direct the petihoner to approach respondent Mo, 2 and suabmit his

axplanabion m response o the said notice,

8, Accorcingly, the petitionar is directed to submil the explanalion
befare respondent No. 2 within one weaek from the date of receint of a
copy of this order, Lipan receipt of the explanation, respondent No. 2 shall
consider the samea and pass an appropriate reasoned order o merils, in

atrict accofdance with law,

b In wigna of the abaove, this Criminat Petition is disposed of.

Fending miscellaneous applications, if any. shall stand closed.
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The Special Executive Magistrate, Hyderabad
2. The Station House Officer, Prohibition and Excise, Dhoolpet Pelice Siabion,
Hyderabad.
3. One CC to 5RIAVINASIHE SINGH Advocate [OPUC]
4. Two CCs to the Public Prosecutor. High Court for the State of Telangana
Hyderabad. [OLUT]
6. Twn CD Copies
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HIGH COURT

DATED: 01/07/2025

CRLP.No.7979 of 2025

DISPOSING OF THE CRIMINAL PETITION



