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(sHow CAUSE NOTTCE BEFORE ADM|SSION)
HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD

MONDAY, THE TWENTIETH DAY OF APRIL
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

:PRESENT:
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE J SREENIVAS RAO

CRLP NO: 5920 OF 2026

Between

1. M/s. Magnus Constructions Pvt Ltd., Represented by its Directors, N. Siva Prasad
& N. Maha Lakshmi, R/o. H.No.6-2-23118, Kukatpally, Hyderabad-500072

2. Smt. Nidamarthy tt/aha Lakshmi, Wo Siva Prasad, Occ- Business, R/o H.No 6-2-
231 lB, Kukatpally, Hyderabad-500072.

.....PETITIONERS/Accused Nos.1 and 3

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

Respondent No.1

2. M. Surender Reddy, Sio tvl. Venkat Reddy, Occ- Senior Engineer, BHEL,
Ramachandrapuram, Sanga Reddy District.

Respondent No.2/De-facto Complainant

WHEREAS the Petitioners above named through their Advocate
SRl. M SHIVA KUMAR presented this Petition under Section 528 of B.N.S.S. praying
that in the circumstances stated in the grounds filed in support of the CRIIMINAL
PETITION, the High Court may be pleased to call for the records and quash the
Charge sheet against the Petitioners/Accused Nos.1 and 3 in C.C.No.2618 of 2025
on the file of Principal Junior Civil Judge-Cum-Judicial Magistrate of First Class,
Ranga Reddy District at L.B.Nagar.

AND WHEREAS the High Court upon perusing the petition and
memorandum of grounds filed herein and upon hearing the arguments of
Sri Hemendranath Reddy R.N., Senior Counsel representing Sri. M SHIVA KU[\4AR
Advocate for the Petitioners, and Additional Public Prosecutor, for the Respondent
No.1 directed issue of notice to the Respondent No.2 herein to show cause as to
why this CRItUINAL PETITION should not be admitted

AND



You viz:

lM. Surender Redtly, S/o M. Venkat Reddy, Occ- Srlnior Engineer, BHEL,
Ramachandrilpuram, Sanga Reddy District.

are directed to sho,,v cause on or before 06.07.2026 to whiclt date the case stands
posted as to why in Lhr: ci'cumstances set out in the petition a td the memorandum of
grounds filed thereuith (copy enclosed) this CRIMINAL PEIITION should not be

admitted.

l.A. NO: 1OF 2026

Petition uncler Se,ction 528 of B.N.S.S. praying thal in the circumstances
stated in the grounls filed in support of the CRIIVIINAL PEllTlON, the High Court
may be pleased to grant stay of all further proceedings against the
Petitioners/Accusecl Nos.1 and 3 in C.C.No.2618 of 2025 on the file of Principal
Junior Civil Judge-t)unn-Judicial [r/agistrate of First Class, Rrnga Reddy District at
L.B.Nagar.

The Court made th,e following:

ORDER

Notice befor,,: admission.

Learned Ad(litionral Public Prosecutor takes notice orr behalf of respondent

No.1.

Learned counsel f,rr the petitioners is permitted to take out personal notice

to respondent No.,ll by lvay of Speed Post with Acknowlrdgment.Due and file

proof of service.

Sri Hemendrranatln Reddy R.N., learned Senior Cortnsel representing Sri

M. Shiva Kumar, l,:arne,d counsel for the petitioners, submits that the petitioners

have not committe,:l the alleged offences and have been falsely implicated in the

present case. The allegalions levelled in the complaint are ourely civil in nature.

Even according to the allegations made either in the con plaint or in the final

report, the ingredir,:nts of the offences under Sections 120-8,420 and 406 of the

Indian Penal Codr:, 1860 and Section 38 of The Telanflana Mutually Aided

Cooperative Sociel.ries Act, 1995 are not attracted against the petitioners. He

further submits tlllat the petitioners have approached ;his Court and filed

Crl.P.No .6851 of ',.02:"1 seeking for quashing of the procee lings against them in



Crime No.670 of 2021 of Ramachandrapuram Police Station, Cyberabad

Commissionerate, Sangareddy District, and this Court, while ordering notice

before admission, granted interim stay on all further proceedings, while

recording reasons on 09.09.2021. RespondentNo.2lde facto complainant himself

submitted a letter to the Inspector of Police, EOW Police Station, Gachi[owli,

requesting for withdrawal of the complaint. However, the Investigating Officer,

without considering the said request, proceeded to file the final report, and the

learned Trial Court has taken cognizance of the same. Hence, the continuation

of the proceedings against the petitioners is a clear abuse of process of law.

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

view that the grounds raised by the learned Senior counsel for the petitioners

require detailed examination.

Post on 06.07.2026.

TilI such time, there shall be an interim stay of all further proceedings

against the petifioners/accused Nos.l and 3 in C.C.No.2618 of 2025 on the file of

the Principal Junior Civil Judge-cum-Judicial Magistrate of First Class, Ranga

Reddy District at L.B. Nagar.

In default of filing proof of service, the stay stands vacated.

Sd/.REKHA RANI B
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

/TRUE COPY/

S OFFICER

To,

1. The Principal Junior Civil Judge-Cum-Judicial lt/agistrate of First Class,

Ranga Reddy District at L.B.Nagar.
2. The Station House Officer, R.C.Puram/EOW Police Station, Cyberabad

Commissionerate.
3. tr/. Surender Reddy, S/o lV. Venkat Reddy, Occ- Senior Engineer, BHEL,

Ramachandrapuram, Sanga Reddy District.[by SPAD-along with a copy of
petition and memorandum of groundsl



4. One CC to Sri tvl Sl'llVA KUt\rAR Advocate [OPUC]
5. Two CCs to FrUtSLl(l PROSECUTOR High Court for th,r State of Telangana,

at Hyderabad IOUTI
6. One spare co;iy

t,/



HIGH COUR]"

JSR, J

DATED: 20-0,4^2C)26

NOTICE BEF ICRI-. ADMISSION

POST ON 06.0-'.;20:26

GRLP.No.5920 o1'2026
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