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TWO ]'HOTJSAND AND]-WENTY SIX

:I,RESENT:
THE HONOURAI}LE SRI .IUSTICE J SREENIVAS ITAO

(IRIMINAL PETI'I'ION NO: 1222 OF Z\IZG

Between:

Smt. K. Shashi Sri" W/o. K. Vinod Babu.

Petitioner/Accused N o.J

AND

1. The State of 1-elangana. through S.H.O. Sultan Bazar Police Station. Ilyderabad
District. rep. by its Public Prosecutor, High C'ourt, Flyderabad.

2. Gollagopu Satish Kiunar" S/o. G. Srinrvas, Occ: Farmer, R/o. H.No.15-29616. Lluzur
Nagar, Suryapet District.

Respondents/Com plainant

WHEREAS the Petitioner above named through her Advocate
Dr. A. NARASIMHA RAO presented this Petition Under Section 528 of BNSS. praying that
in the circumstances stated in the grounds filed in support of the Criminal Petition, the High

Court may be pleased to call for the records relating to FIR in Crime No.13 of 2026 on the

file of Sultan Bazar Policc St;rtion. Hyderabad and cluash the proceedings thereon against the

petitioner herein:

AND WflEItllAS the High Court upon perusing the petition ancl

ntemorandum of grountis filcri herein and upon hearing the arguments of
Dr. A. NARASIMI IA RAO ,irdvocate fbr the Petitioner and the Public Prosecutor f or

Respondent No.l. directed issue of notice to Respondent No.2, herein to shou' calrsc as ltl
why this CRIMINAL PE II'flON should not be admitted.

You viz:

Gollagopu Satish Kumar. S/o. G. Srinivas. Occ: Farmer. R/o. Il.No.15-29616- lluzur Nagar.

Suryapet District.

are directed to shorv causc on or bclbrc 09.04.1026 to rvhich date the case stands posted as to

why in the circuntstai-'ccs sci oltt in thr: petition and the memorandum ol' grounds lilcd

thereu'ith (cop)' enclosecl) this CRIMIN,\l l'}[] l'll l(.)Ni should not be adrnitted.
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IA NO:2 ()F 2026

Petition Under | :ction 52tt ol BNSS praving that in tlre circrimstilnces stated in tlie
grounds filecl in sLlppori .rl'the Crirninal Petition. the Higlr (-ourt nrav t,e plcascd to grant stay

of all further lrroceedinr;, in rt:lation to the lrll{ in Crinrc No.l3 ol'20.16 on thc flle of Sultan

IJazar I'olicc Station. Il dc'rab'rd. pending disposal olClLl.P No.l22) o|?{)?6- on the file o1-

the I-ligh ( ourt.

The Court made the fc {lowing;
ORDER:

Notice before ar rmissirln.

Learned couns, I for the petitioner is permitted to take out personal notice to

respondent lt{o.2 by v ay of Speed Post with Acknon,ledgment l)ue ancl file proof of

service.

Dr. .,\. Narsin ha R:ro, Iearned counsel tbr the petitior er, subnrits that the

petitioner has not con mitterl the alleged of{'ences and has been falself implicated in the

present crime. Even a rcording to the allegatioirs madc in the complaint, the ingredients

of Sections 406, 420 'ead v,,ith 34 of The Indian Penal Cocle, 1860 arc not attracted

against the petitioner 'fhe allegations made in the complaint are purelv civil in nature.

He further relied on he Judgment of the Hon'ble Supreme Corrrt in Delhi Race Club

(1940) Ltd. & Ors vs. State of lJttnr Pratlesh & Anrt, rvherein it ,vas hcld that both the

offences of cheating and r:riminal breach of trust cannot go togcther. Hence the

continuation of procc rdings against thc petitioner is a clear abuse of process of law.

Learned coun el further submits that thc oflences lcvcllerl against the petitioner

are punishable with mprisonmettt of less tharr sel'en )'ears. Hc further submitted that

the Investigating Off cer, without following the mandatory procrdurc prescribed under

Section 35(3) of the I iharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 (for slrort 'tsNSS') and

without following th, guid,:lines formulated hy the Hon'ble Su;rreme (lourt in Arneslt

Kumor Vs. State of ll hai, is proceeding further in thc mattcr alrd the same is contrary

to law.

I'aking into c ,nsicleration the abovc submissions, this Court is of the primofocie

view that there is irrce in the subnrissions made br the learned counsel for the

petitioner and acco dinglr,, this Court would not be justified in granting a stay' of

further investigation pending the proceedings undcr Section 52tl of thc BNSS.
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Hence, the lnvestigating Officer is directerl to follolv thc rlue procedure :rs

contemplated under the provisions of the BNSS, insofar as petitioner/accused No.3 is

concerned.

Post on 09.04.2026.

SD/. A.H.S, GOWRI SHANKAR
ASSISTANT REGISTR,qR

oT

//TRUE COPYII

SECTI OFFIC]ER

The II Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate at Nampally. Hyderabad.

The Station House Officer. Sultan Bazar Police Station, Flyderabad.

Gollagopu Satish Kumar, S/o. G. Srinivas, Occ: Farmer, R/o. I.l.No.15-29616. Huzur
Nagar. Suryapet District (by SPAD- along with a copy of petition and

memorandum of grounds)

One CC to Dr. A. NARASIMHA RAO Advocate [OPUC I

Two CCs to Public Prosecutor, Fligh Court fbr the State of 'felangana at Hyderabad

lourl
One spare copy.
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HI(;H COT]RT'

.ISR, J

DATED:18.02.2026

POST ON 09.04.2026

NOTICE BEFORE A DMISSION

CRLP.No. t222 of 20. 6
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