
[ 3303 ]

(sHow CAUSE NOTICE BEFORE ADM|SS|ON)
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGAh,IA

AT HYDERABAD

IVONDAY ,THE SIXTEENTH DAY OF IMARCH

rWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

:PRESENT:
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE J SREENIVAS RAO

CRIMINAL PETITION NO: 3860 OF 2026

Between:

1. Bharathi tVladishetti, Wo Ramarao, Aged about 63 years, Occ:Housewife,
R/o. 9-71, Pullaiah Banjar, Kalluru, Khammam District.

(A-2)

2. Rama Rao tr/adishetti, S/o t\ladishetti Venkateswararao, Aged about 67
years, Occ:Business, R/o. 9-71, Pullaiah Banjar, Kalluru, Khammam District.

(A-3)

Petitioners/Accused

AND

1. The State of Telangana, Rep by its Public Prosecutor, High Court for the
State of Telangana at Hyderabad.

2. Sarika lVadishetti, Wo Kalyan Chakravarthy, Aged about 37 years,
Occ:Housewife, R/o. Kalluru village, Kalluru l/landal, Khammam District.

RespondenUDefacto Complainant

WHEREAS the Petitioners above named through their Advocate
SRI C SHARAN REDDY presented this Petition under Section 528 ctf BNSS 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 in Crime
No.362/2025 of W.P.S. Khammam, Khammam District, against the petitioners,

AND WHEREAS the High Court upon perusing the petition and memorandum
of grounds filed herein and upon hearing the arguments of Sri C SHARAN REDDY
Advocate for the Petitioners, directed issue of notice to the Respondent No. 2 herein
to show cause as to why this CRltt/INAL PETITION should not be admitted



You viz

Sarika IMadishetti, \\/o Kalyan Chakravarthy, Aged about 37 years, C)cc:Housewife,
R/o. Kalluru village, I allurr. lVIandal, Khammam District.

are directed to show c?uSrl on or before 20.04.2A26 to which date tl-re case stands
posted as to why in t re cir<;umstances set out in the petition anJ the nremorandum of
grounds filed thereu ith (copy enclosed) this CRltt/lNAl- PEI ITION should not be
admitted.

rA NO: 2 OF 2026

Petition under Section 528 of BNSS praying that in the circurnstances stated
in the grounds filec in srrpport of the Criminal petition, the High Cor-rrt may be
lleased to stay all f rrther investigation including arrest of th : Petitioners in Crime
,'<o.36212025 of W P.S. Khammam, Khammam District, pendin,3 disposal of
CRLP No. 3860 of 2C26, on the file of the High Court.

The Court made thr following
ORDER:

Notice befortr admission.

Learned Ad Citional Public Prosecutor takes n rtice on behalf of

respondent No.1.

Learned counsel for the petitioners is permitted 1o take out personal

notice to responde nt No.2 by way of Speed Post with Acknowledgment Due

and file proof of se vice.

Mr. C. Shara rr Reddy, learned counsel for the peti :ioners, submits that

-:ie petitioners hav: not committed the alleged offences and have been falsely

implicated in the p'esent crime only on the ground that they are the parents of

accused No.1. Even acc:ording to the allegations made in the complaint, the

ingredients for the offernces under sections 85, 351(2) read with 3(5) of the

Bharatiya Nyaya Sirnhithra, 2023 and Sections 3 and 4 of tre Dornrry Prohibition

Act, 1961 are not a tracted against the petitioners and the imprisonment for the

said offences is below seven years. He further submitted that the

lnvestigating Offic:r, without following the mandatory p rocedure prescribed

under Section 35(3) of ttre Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, '?-023 (for short

'BNSS') and with rut following the guidelines formulated b)' the Hon'ble



Supreme Court in Arnesh Kumar Vs. Sfafe of Bihay', is proceeding further in
the matter and the same is contrary to law.

Taking into consideration the above submissions, this Court is of the

prima facie view that there is force in the submissions made by the learned

counsel for the petitioners. However, this Court would not be justified in
granting a stay of further investigation pending the proceedings under Section

528 of the BNSS.

Hence, the lnvestigating Officer is directed to follow the due procedure

as contemplated under the provisions of the BNSS, insofar as

petitioners/accused Nos.2 and 3 are concerned.

Post on 20.O4.2O26.
Scl/ - 1,.vy1JAyA LAKSHMI
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

//TRUE COPY//

SECTIO OFFICER
To,

1. The Judicial Magistrate of First Class, Special Mobile Court at Khammam.
2. The Station House Officer, W.P.S. Khammam, Khammam District.
3. Sarika tVladishetti, Wo Kalyan Chakravarthy, Aged about 37 years,

Occ:Housewife, R/o. Kalluru village, Kalluru Jt/andal, Khammam District. (by
SPAD- along with a copy of petition and memorandum of grounds)

4. One CC to SRl. C SHARAN REDDY Advocate IOPUC]

5. Two CCs to Public Prosecutor,High Court at Hyderabad. [OUT]

6, One spare copy

'(:ot,r) 8 scc 273

a



HIGH COURT

JSRJ

DATED:1610312026

Post on 20.44.2026
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