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Heard Sri S.Sriram, learned Senior Counsel
assisted by Sri Sai Saran Chodisetty, learned
counsel for the Petitioners and Sri P.S.P.Suresh
Kumar, learned Special Public Prosecutor for C.B.I.

Learned Senior Counsel would submit that the
Petitioners herein are neither the Accused nor the
witnesses relating to the Crime No0.470 of 2024.
Learned counsel would further submit that the
crime is relating to adulteration of ghee, which is
used in preparation of Laddus in Tirumala Tirupati
Devasthanam. It is further submitted that,
investigation in the said crime has been completed
and charge sheet has also been filed. Learned
Senior Counsel would further submit that, the
officer in the rank of Additional Superintendent of
Police issued a notice represented by Special
Investigation Team to Respondent No.8 the banker
of the Petitioners to furnish the account details,
details of FDs, lockers link and also bank account
linked with PAN etc., of the Petitioner No.2.

Learned Senior Counsel would further submit
that the power of the Police to issue notice under
Section 94 of BNSS to the Bank is subject to the
provisions of The Bankers’ Book Evidence Act,
1891. It is submitted that, the notice is bereft of
satisfaction of the Investigating Officer that
securing such information is either necessary or
desirable. Learned Senior Counsel would submit
that, let there be a direction to the Banker of the
Petitioners not to furnish such information.
Learned Senior Counsel, in support of their
contentions, placed reliance on the judgments of
the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in District
Registrar & Collector, Hyderabad and another




vs. Canara Bank and others’ and Ram
Jethmalani and others vs. Union of India and
others?.

Learned Special Public Prosecutor for CBI
would submit that the Investigating Officer issued a
notice to the Banker for production of account
details of Petitioner No.2 vide Letter dated
12.10.2025. It is further submitted that the
Personal Assistant of Petitioner No.2 gave some
information during the course of investigation and
filed a writ petition challenging the authority of the
Addl.Superintendent of Police to conduct
investigation, who is not a member of SIT, as
directed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court. It is
further submitted that, a Coordinate Bench of this
Court passed interim order in his favour. The SIT
has carried the interim order to the Hon’ble
Supreme Court and obtained an interim order to
proceed further with the investigation and that is
why the delay occurred.

Learned Spl.Public Prosecutor for CBI would
further submit that, SIT has not summoned the
Petitioners as on this day. They may conclude the
investigation within a couple of months since it is at
the final stage. If any order is passed stalling the
investigation, it may cause prejudice to the case of
the Prosecution. It is further submitted that the
investigation regarding the bank account
particulars of Petitioner No.2 requires to rule out
the suspicion.

Learned Senior Counsel for the Petitioners, in
reply, would submit that the notice issued under
Section 94 BNSS is subject to the provisions of the
Bankers’ Book Evidence Act, 1891.

Considering the submissions made and on
perusal of the material on record, since the
Petitioners have challenged the authority of the
Investigating Officer, who is in the rank of
Additional Superintendent of Police in issuing
notice to the Banker of the Petitioners for furnishing
the account details of Petitioner No.2 and also
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raised legal issues regarding the inter-play
between Section 94 of BNSS and Section 2(3) of
the Bankers’ Book Evidence Act, the matter
requires comprehensive hearing.

In that view, the Investigating Officer is hereby
directed to proceed with the investigation with the
material received by this time from Respondent
No.8 and shall not insist for further information, till
the next date of hearing.

Dr.VJpP,J
W.P.N0.29063 of 2025

At request of learned Special Public
Prosecutor for CBI, for filing counter, list the matter
on 31.10.2025.

Dr.VJpP,J

Note: Issue C.C today
Dinesh







