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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATI

TUESDAY, THE TWENTY EIGHTH DAY OF APRIL,

TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX /'

;PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE SUBHENDU SA

CRIMINAL PETITION NO: 3532 OF 2026

■•V

e;

TA

Between:

K Madhusudhan Reddy, S/o. K. Chandrasekhar Reddy,Aged About 37 Years,

Resident of Door No - 1/2854-15,Annamaiah Circle, NearGM Petrol Bunk,

YemmiganiirTown,Kurnool, Andhra Pradesh - 518360.

Petitioner/Accused

AND

1. The State of Andhra Pradesh, Rep.by Public Prosecutor, High Court of

Andhra Pradesh. At Amaravati.

2. U G Usha Rani, D/o Late SuryanarayanaAged About 37 Years, Teru Bazaar,

YemmiganurTown, Kurnool District.

Respondent/De facto Complainant

Petition Under Section 528 of B.N.S.S/Old Under Section 482 of

Cr.P.C, is filed praying that in the circumstances stated in the affidavit filed in support

of the Criminal Petition, the High Court may be pleased to call for records and Quash

the F.I.R. No.59 of 2026 has been registered The File of Yemmiganur Town Police

Station - At Yemmiganur Town, Kurnool District on date;- 16-04-2026 for the offence

punishable under Section 74, 75(1 )(i), 351(2), 79 of B.N.S.

The petition/Appeal coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Petition and the

affidavit filed in support thereof and upon hearing the arguments of SRI R.NAVEEN

KUMAR Advocate for the Petitioner, PUBLIC PROSECUTOR Advocate for the

Respondent No..1 & 2 and the Court made the following.



ORDER

“The petitioner was arrayed as a sole accused in F.I.R. No.59 of 2026

of Yemmiganur Town Police Station, Kurnool District, dated 16.04.2026,

for the offences punishable under Section 74,75(1 )(i), 351(2), 79 of B.N.S.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the 2nd respondent/

de-facto complainant has taken loan from the petitioner instead of

repaying the loan amount, to evade the loan amount, instant F.I.R. was

lodged. Learned counsel further submits that entire allegations in the

F.I.R. are false and concocted. Furthermore, F.I.R. was lodged in delay of

12 days after the alleged incident. Accordingly, the F.I.R. Is liable to be

quashed.

Learned Assistant Public Prosecutor appearing for the 1st

respondent/ State submits that there are sufficient material in the F.I.R.

against the present petitioner to substantiate the alleged offence.

Having heard learned counsel for the parties it appears the matter

cannot be decided without hearing the 2"^* respondent/ de-facto

complainant. The State shall take notice upon the de facto complainant

through the Station House Officer concerned apprising her right of

representation before the Court through the Legal Services Authority.

The petitioner is also permitted to take out personal notice upon the

2nd respondent/ de facto complainant through registered post with

acknowledgment due and file proof of service in the registry after summer

vacation 2026.”

SD/- K.J.RAJA BABU

ASSISTA^^EEGIST RAR
SECTfOtTOFFICER

//TRUE COPY//

To,

1. U G Usha Rani, D/o Late Suryana rayanaAged About 37 Years, Teru

Bazaar,Yemmiganur Town, Kurnool District, (by RPAD)

2. One CC to SRI. R.NAVEEN KUMAR Advocate [OPUC]

3. Two CC’s to Public Prosecutor, High Court of AP at Amaravati. [OUT]/

4. One spare copy

TVSR
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HIGH COURT

SS,J

DATED: 28/04/2026

LIST THE MATTER AFTER SUMMER VACATION,2026.

ORDER

CRLP.No.3532 of 2026

DIRECTION


