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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD

WEDNESDAY, THE EIGHTEENTH DAY OF FEBRUARY

TWO THOUSAND AND TWENry SIX

:FRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE J SREENIVAS RAO 
,

CRIMINAL PETITION NO: LL72 OF 2026
Between

1. Mohd Osman, S/o Late Mohd Sardar Occ. Private service R/o HNo.L2-2-

419/c/5, Vishwas Nagar Colony, Murad Nagar, Hyderabad, Telangana,

Pincode-500028.

Rep. By G.P.A.Mahmood Bee @ Mehmoodunnisa petitioner No.2 herein

as per Court order dated 02.02.2026 vide IA No.3 of 2026 in

Crl.P.No.1172 of 2026

2. Mahmood Bee @ Mehmoodunnisa, w/o Late Mohd Sardar, Occ. House

wife, R/o HNo.12-2 -4L9/c/5, Vishwas Nagar Colony, Murad Nagar,

Hyderabad, Telangana, Pincode-500028.

Petitioners/Accused
AND

1. The State of Telangana, Represent by the Public Prosecutor High Court at

Hyderabad.

Smt Zeenath Afreen , w/o Mohd osman, Occ. Private Employee

R/o.H.No.10-3- 2gLl7 / A, Anmol Residency, vijaya nagar colony,

Medhipatnam, Hyderabad-28

Respondents/ Com pla ina nts

Petition under Section 528 of B.N.S.S., praying that in the circumstances

stated in the grounds filed in support of the Criminal Petition, the High Court

may be pleased to Quash the proceedings against the petitioners in FIR in Crime

No.293/2023, dated 09.05.2023, registered by Women's P.S,CCS, DD,

HYDERABAD, under Sections 498-4 of IPC, Sec 3864 of DP Act;

Counsel for the Petitioner : Ms. Ayesha Begum, learned counsel

representing SRI MIR QURRAM ALI

Counsel for the Respondent No.1 : PUBLIC PROSECUTOR
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Counsel for the Respondent No.2 : MS NAUSHEEN SULTANA

The Court made the following.

ORDER

Ms. Ayesha Begum, learned counsel representing Mr. Mir QurramAli, learned counsel for the petitioners, submitted that due to
unavoidable circumstances, the.parties could not be appeared pursuant
to the order dated 02.tJ2.2026. Unless this Court extends the time for
their appearance, they will be put to great hardship.

Taking into consideration the submissions of learned counsel for
the petitioners, the Registry is directed to transmit the case file to the
High Court Legal Services Committee immediately.

The petitioners and respondent No.2 are directed to appear before
the High Court Legal Services Committee on 2L.O2.2O26, for their
identification.

The High Court Legal Services Committee shall in turn submit the
report before this Court by the next date of hearing.

Post on 25-O2.2026 under the caption 'for compromise'.

SD/, T. SRINIVAS REDDY

ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
I /rRUE COPY I I

SECTI OFFICER
To,

l-. The Secretary, High Court Legal Services Committee, High Court

Buildings, Hyderabad. (By Spl. Messenger)

2. The Section Officer, Criminal Section, High Court at Hyderabad

3. Two CCs to Public Prosecutor, High Court for the State of Telangana,

Hyderabad (OUT)

4. One CC to SRI MIR QURRAM ALI Advocate IOPUC]

5. One CC to MS NAUSHEEN SULTANA Advocate IOPUC]

6. One spare copy
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HIGH COURT

JSRrJ /--

DATED: L8/ 02/')-026 "'

Post on 25.O2.2026 urrder the caption 'for compromis;e'

ORDER

CRLP.No .LL7 2 <'f 20',26

DIRECTION
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(sHow cArisra NOTrcr,l rlnFoRE ADNtTSSION)
IN ]'HL HIGI{ COtrltT FOI{ 1'I-lF- Sl'Al'F- OF'TELANGANA

AT IIYDTJRABAI)

WEDNESDAY" I'rlE lrlcll'l'l:ENTI I DAY OF ITEIIRUARY
'l'WO l'IIOLISAND AND ]'Wl:Nl'Y SIX

:PItESEN'l':
'tHE HON'I}LI1 SRI JLrS'ilCE.I.SREIiNMS RAO

(lltlNIINAt. PI,,TITION NO: 1266 OF 2026
Betw,een:
Kankanala Sammireddy. S/o. Ramreddy

PetitioneriAccuscd No. I

ANT)

1. The State of I'clangana- through S.tl.O.. Garidepalli Police Station, Suryapet District
rep. by Public Prosecutor. FIigh Court. [{yderabad

2. Kankanala Ravinder I{eddy. S/o. Ra.jireddy, R/o. Kanukulagidda village, Huzurabad
Mandal, Karintnagar District.

Respondent/Complainant

WHEREAS the Pctitioncr above nanred througli his Advocate Sri K.Pradeep Knmar.
presented this petition under Section 528 o1'BNSS, praying that in the circumstances stated in
the Petition, the Higlr Courl nta.v- be pleased to call lbr the records relating to the F.l.R. No.
271 of 2025 on the filc of'Garidepalli Police Station" Suryapet District, and quash the sarne:

AND WHERIIAS the IJigh Court upon perusing the petition and memorandunr ot'
grounds filed therein. and upon hearing thc arguments ol Sri K.Pradeep Kumar. Advocate lbr
the Petitioner, and the Public Prosccr-rtor. lbr Respondent No.l. directed issr-re of notice to the
Respondent No.2 lrerein to shou'caLrse as to wh-v this CRIMINAL PETITION should not be

admitted.

You viz:
Kankanala Ravinder Reddy. S/o. Raiireddy. R/o. Kanukulagidda village. Huzurabad Mandal.
Karimnagar District.

are directed to show cause on or betirre l6-04-202(r to which clatc the case stands postcd as to
r,vhv in the circunrstances sc1 ()Llt in the petition and the nrenrorandum of gror,rncls lilecl
thcrer,r,ith (cop),enclosed; this CI{lN,{lNAi. PIr]'ITION shoulcl not be admitted.

lA NO: 2 OF 2026

Petition under Section 52ti ol'RNSS. praying that in thc circunrstances stated in the

petition- the lJigh Clourt rtra\,'be pleased to srant sta\ olall lirrther proceedings including thc

arest of the petitioner in Ir.l.R. No. 271 of 2025 on thc file ol-Garidepalli Police Slation.



Strrvapct l)istrict" pcirding ,,lisposal o1'Crl. P. No. 1266 of 2026. ott lhc tllc ol'the IJigh
Court.

'I'he Court nrade the lollou ing: ORDER:

Notice belbrc adrnission.

l,earncd counsel for the petitioner is permitted to'takr out Jrersonal notice to

respondent No.2 b1 rval' rf Spced Post rvith Acknowlcdgmeni l)uc antl file proof of

scrvtcc.

N'lr. K. Prad.'ep Kumar, Iearned counsel for the petit oncr, subntits that the

petitioner has not conrmitted the alleged offences and has been lalsr:lr implicated in the

present crime. He I'urthr:r submits that the nature of allcgatiorts is purell'civil in

naturc. f.r'en accor dingl5 the allegations made in the compllint, lhe ingredients of

Sections 318(4),351 2) re:rd with 3(5) of the Bharatiya Nyal':r Sanhitha,2023 are not

attractttl :rgainst th; petitioner and it is punishable rvith irnl risonnrcnt of less than

seven ve:lrs. He fur her submitted that the Investigating Officer, rvithout following thc

mandaton procedure prescribe under Section 35(3) of the Bharltivl N:rgarik Suraksha

Sanhita,2023 (for short'B\SS') and without following the guidclines lbrmulatcd by the

Hon'blc Supreme ( ourt in Arnesh Kumar Vs, State of Bihar'(201{) tt SCIC 273, is

proceeding further in the nlatter and the same is contrary to lau
'l'aking into c rnsideration the above submissions, this (lourt is ol'thc prima facie

vielv that there is lilrce in the submissions made by,thc lrarncrl rounsel for the

petitioner and accortlingll', this Court would not be justilictl in granting a stat. of

furthe r inr estigation pending the proceedings under Section 52ll of the ttNSS.

Ilcnce, the.lrrvestip;ating Officer is directed to follox thc rlue proccdure as

contcnr;rlatetl under thc provisions of the BNSS, insofar as pclitiolrcl'/.\ccusetl No.l is

concerncd.

Post qn I6-0{-2026.

Sd/ .\.SRINI\, AS REI)DY
ASsIS l'.tN l' RI!(;IS]'RAR
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To,
1.

2.

-1.

The .ludicial First Class magistrate. Huzurnagar
'l'hc Statiorr House Officer- Garidepalli Police Station, Suryapet District.
Kankanala Ravinder Reddy. S/o. Ra.iireddy. IVo. Kanukulagidda villagc. lluzurabad

Mandal. Karinrnagar District. (UY SPAD along rvith a copy of petition and grotrnds)
'l'rvo CCs to Public Prosecutor. IJigh Court fbrthe State of T'elangana. at Hyderabad

(our)
One C(l to Sri K.Pradeep Kumar, Advocate (OPUC)
One Spare Cop1"
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DATE: 18-02-21126

NOTE: I'}()ST 0N l( -114-2026

NOTICE IIEFORE il)MlliSION

CRL.P. NO. 1266 0t 2026
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