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(sHow CAUSE NOTICE BEFORE ADMISSION)
HIGH CQURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD

TUESDAY, THE TWENTY FIRST DAY OF APRIL
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

:PRESENT:
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE J SREENIVAS RAO

CRLP NO: 0095 OF 2026

Between

K.Someswar Rao,, Son of late Surya Rao,

.....PETlTlONER/Accused No.3

AND

1. The State of Telangana, Represented by its Public Prosecutor, High Court
Buildings, Flyderabad, Through WPS Gachibowli, Cyberabad

2. Vincy Abraham. K, Wife of Suneel K., D/o. Abrahmam Ninan, Occ. Private
Employee,

Respondents/Com pla i nants

WHEREAS the Petitioner above named Jftdugh his Advocate
Sri. B. NARSING presented this Petition under Section SfB 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 C.C.No.84 of 2021, on the
file of V Additional Junior Civil Judge-cum-Xlll Additional Metropolitan Magistrate at
Kukatpally, Cyberabad, in so far as it relates to the petitioner herein who is arrayed
as Accused No.3, in the interest of justice.

AND WHEREAS the High Court upon perusing the petition and
memorandum of grounds filed herein and upon hearing the arguments of Mr. P.RAVI
SHANIGR, counsel representing Sri. B. NARSING Advocatelor the Petitioner, and
A.dditional Pubtic Prosecutor, for the Respondent No.1 directed issue ef notice to the
Respondent No.2 herein to show cause as to why this CRIMINAL PETITION should
not be admitted.

You viz: rl

Vincy Abraham. K,,Wife of Suneel K., D/o. Abrahmam Ninan, Occ. Private
Employee.



.i. are directed to show ()arJse on or before 02.07.2026 to which rlate the case stands
posted as to why in th,3 crircurnstanees set out in the petition and the memorandum of
grounds filed therewil:h (copy enclosed) this CRltr4lNAL PETI'flON should not be
admitted.

l.A. NO: 1 OF 2026

Petition under S;ection 528 of B.N.S.S. praying thaf ir the circumstances
stated in the grounds filed in support of the CRIMINAL PETlllON, the High Court
may be pleased to st;ry all I'urther proceedings in C.C.No.84 o't 2021, on the file of V
Additional Junior Civil Judge-cum-Xlll Additional Metropc,litan Magistrate at
Kukatpally, CyberabaC, including personal appearance of the petitioner/A3, pending
disposal of the above Crimiral Petition.

The Court made the follovving:

ORDER

Mr. P. Ravi flhankar, Iearned counsel representing Mr. B. Narsing,

learned corrnsel frlr th,e petitioner, submit that the 'retitioner has not
committed any o1ffence and has been falsely implicaled by respondent

No.2 in the prcsenrt r:ase. There are no specific rrllegatlons leveled

against the petiti,on.er to attract the ingredients of I he offences under

Section 49q-A of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 and Sections 3 and 4 of
the'Dowry Prohihit:ion Act, 1961. Respondent No.2 filed the present

complaint by malfnrg omnlbus allegations agalnst thr, petitioner. At no

point of ,time, ttle pe'titioner harassed respondent ,!to.2 or demanded

additional dowry. IIe :[urther submitted that the learned Trial Court on

26.45.202"[ takerr r:ognizance for the above said oIfences against the
petitioner and ol:her accused and issued summonr and the same is
contrary to the p:rirrciples laid down by the Hon'ble f,pex Court in Sunll
Bharc,rtl lltlttal u,, ,Central Buredu of lrutestlgatlont qnd. Fakhntddin
Ahmad v. State af ;Uttaranchal and. anotherz. Hencr:r the continuatidn
of the proceedinpls against the petitioner is a clear rrbuse of process of
law.

' (zors) 4 scc 609
2 

lzooe; l7 scc r57
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Taking into consideration the above said submissions, this Court
is of the view that the grounds, which were raiced by the learned

counsel for tho petitioner, require detatled exanination.

Notice before admission.

Learned Additional Public Prosecutor takes uotice gn behalf of
resXrotrdent No.1 and seeks further tine.

Learned counsel for the petitioner is permitted to take out
pereonal notice to respondcnt No.2 by way of' apeed post with
aclnowledgaeat due and file proof of senrice.

Post on o2.07.2026.

Till such 
. 
time, there shall be an interim stay of alt further

proceedings against thc pctitioner/accused No.Q in C.C.ilo.84 of 2O2L

ou the flle of the V Additioaal Junlor Civll Judge cutn XIII AdCrtional

lf,etropolitau Magistrate at Kukatpally, Cyberabad.

In default of filiug proof of senriee by the uext date of hearing,

the irrterfun stay granted shall stand vacated.

Sd/. U.OSITIA,N AIr BAIG
A S S ISTANT REGIS:rrd{.R

U

To,

//TRUE COPY/

SECTI N OFFICER

1. The V Additional Junior Civil Judge-cum-Xlll Additional Metropolitan
Magistrate at Kukatpally, Cyberabad.

2. The Station House Officer, Women Police Station Gachibowli, Cyberabad
Commissionerate.

3. Vincy Abraham. K, Wife of Suneel K., D/o. Abrahmam Ninan, Occ. Private
Employee [by SPAD-along with a copy of petition and memorandum of
groundsl

4. 'One 
CC to Sri. B. NARSING Advocate [OPUC]

I
I



Lr'

5. Two CCs to PUEILIO PROSECUTOR High Court for the State of Telangana,
at Hyderabad lOtJTl

6. One spare copy

I



HIGH COUR

JSR, J

DATED: 21-(14 -2026

NOTICE BEF:ORE ADMISSION

POST ON 02 )-{ 2026

CRLP.No.60l)ti of 2026
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