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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

WEDNESDAY, THE TWENTY SECOND DAY OF APRIL
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE J SREENIVAS RAO

CRIMINAL PETITION NO: 6187 OF 2026

Between:

1. Atchutanna Pushpavalli, W/o. Atchutanna Vasudeva Murthy, Aged 78 years,
Occ. Housewife, R/o. 6-98, Nawab Pet, Solomon Center, Bose Nagar,
Chirala, Prakasam District, Andhra Pradesh - 523157 . (Mother-in-law)

2, Atchutanna Vasudeva Murthy, S/o. Late Peddaramakrishnaiah, Aged 80
years, Occ. Retired Govt. Employee, Fl/o. 6-98, Nawab Pet, Solomon Center,
Bose Nagar, Chirala, Prakasam District, Andhra Pradesh - 523157 (Father-in-
law)

...Petitioners/Accused Nos.2 & 3
AND

1. The State of Telangana, Through the SHO, Saroor Nagar WPS, Rep. by the
Public Prosecutor, High Court for the State of Telangana at Hyderabad.

...Respondent No.1/Complainant

2. Surapuraju Vedhasri @ Vedasree, W/o. Atchutanna Bala Subramanyam,
Aged 38 years, Occ. Housewife, Fl/o. H.No.26-131 , Harita Homes Colony,
Badangpet, Balapur, Ranga Reddy District - 500058.

...Respondent No.2/De-facto Complainant

Petition under Section 528 of BNSS praying that in the circumstances stated in

the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may be pleased to
quash the cognizance order and the consequential proceedings in C.C. No.
290312025 on the file of the lll Additional Junior Civil Judge-cum-lll Additional
Judicial Magistrate of First Class, Ranga Reddy Diskict, at L.B. Nagar against the
Petitioners/Accused Nos.2 & 3.
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t.A. NO: 1 OF 2026

PetitionunderSection528ofBNSSprayingthatinthecircumstancesstatedin
the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Peiitio;, the High Court may be pleased to

giant stay of all further proceedings in C C' No' ZgO3l2O25 on the file of the lll

ioaitionui Junior civil Judge-cum-ill Additional Judicial Magistrate of First 
-class,

nu"gu R"OOV District, at i B. Nagar against the .Petitioners/Accused 
Nos 2 & 3'

p"niing disposal of the main criminal petition in the interest of justice'

This Petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Memorandum of Grounds

ofCriminalPetitionardrponnearingthearguments-ofSriJPradeepKiran'
Advocate for the Petitioners'and Sri Jit-hender Rlo Veeramalla, learned Additional

iublic Prosecutor on behalf of the Respondent No.1 and none appeared for the

Respondent No.2.

The Court made the following: ORDER
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IN THE TITGH COURT FORTHE STATEOF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAI)

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE J.SREENIVAS RAO

CRIMINAL PETITION No.6187 of2026

Date:22.04.2026
Between:

Atchutanna Pushpavalli and another
.. .petitioners/accused Nos.2 and 3

AND

The State of Telangana and another
...respondents

ORDER

This Criminat Petition is filed by the petitioners/accused

Nos.2 and 3 seeking to quash the proceedings in C.C.No.2903 of

2025 pending on the file ol the III Additional Junior Civil Judge-

cum-lll Additional Junior Magistrare of First Class, Ranga Reddy

District at L.B.Nagar, for the offences punishable under Sections

498-,4. ofthe Indian Penal Code, 1860 and Sections 3 and 4 ofthe

Dowry Prohibition Act, 1961.

2. Heard Sri J.Pradeep Kiran, learned counsel for the

petitioners and Sri Jithendar Rao Veeramalla, leamed Additional

Public Prosecutor for respondent No. I
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3. With the consent of both the leamed counsel, the criminal

petition is disposed ol at the admission stage on the ground that

even according to the leamed counsel for the petitioner, the matter

before the learned Trial Court has not riped for the trial yet and is

at the stage of summons. In view of the same, notice in respect of

respondent No.2ldcfacto complainant is dispensed with.

4. During the course of hearing, Ieamed counsel for the

petitioner submitted that the leamed Magistrate without recording

satisfaction and without assigning any reasons has taken

cognizance and issued summons to the accused on 05.08.2025, and

the same is contrary to the principle laid down in Sunil Bharati

Mittal v. Central Bureau of Investigation).

5. 'I'he above said submissions are not opposed by the learned

Additional Public Prosecutor.

6. Having considered the rival submissions made by the

respective parties and after perusal of the material available on

record it reveals that the leamed Magistrate has taken cognizance

without applying his mind and without assigning any reasons,

' (2015) 4 scc 609
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especially taken cogmzance against the accused and not against the

offences through cognizance order passed in C C'No'2903 of2025'

'7 . It is very much relevant to mention that in Sunil Bharati

Mittal supra the Hon'ble Supreme Court hetd that the order of

issuing process to accused to face criminat trial is a senous rssue'

Such summoning cannot be done on mere asking and the Court has

to record reasons for summoning a person' ln GHCL Employees

Stock Option Trust v' India Infotine Limirct' the Hon'ble Apex

Court found fault with the order of the Magistrate in issuing

summons when the Magistrate has not recorded his satisfaction

about the prima facie case against the accused' ln Chief

Enforcemnet OJficer v' Videocon International Limited ' the

Hon'ble Supreme Court while discussing the expression

'cognizance' held that in criminal law 'cognizance' means

becoming aware of and the word used with respect to Court or a

Judge initiating proceedings in respect of an offence' Taking

cognizance would involve application of mind by the Magistrate to

the suspected commission of an offence' The Hon'ble Supreme

'?(zotl) + scc sos
I (2oos) z scc +sz
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Court in Sunil Bhqrati Mittal,s case

follows:

(Supra), further held AS

8

"S:n: qu,u Non for ruking cognizancc of the offcncL. is the upplicationoJ mind by the Ma4tstarc u;d )proted..woutd,";i';;;';;;;/b:::":ii:!::;::;;i::,ili:/!,,r;:,:;i,{
arcomplaim or,n u potice ripr.trt, thc Magistrutr,-is b,irri',lir,ir,r*the question os rc whelher rh,o11"n'*o,au-,:")i,i;;;;';,;:r:;1:r:;;';:;:,','#:::;::,{*,;
!:.!,:_'-" r,! r.:cides t, issue pnt*rr, n" ,n)it'i"'r'r',i)"rii*i,*,cognEqnce. At the stage of nking 

.cognizunct,, thr, only L,onsideratrcnbclore r he Courr rcmai ns n con.tidcrjudici"r;i ;;;,ir;;;:'ffli"rr,
?,:,,*h::.! 

,h: prosecution proposcs to pros(.cutt th" or.,.ur",l-i)ing,out a prtmaJacie czse or not_,,

In Fakhruddin Ahmad v. State of {lttaranchal and
anothera, it is held as follows:

* *' o' !;;:::!''l: ;:'' l' :''-Y:!! s e r r t e tt t ha t' b ert) rc a M a si s t ra te ca n

n,^u,,no*"iiJ,';:,;:,{:;i;:,:!;:,?{;::;;;,,;,Ir;:,,;:,:li:
the allegations mode,,f,,*;;";;;,;;;;;,:,:ZiZ:i,;:i:;;;,::;:i;;;;:l:li"
case may be, and
enphasri that it is;,:;'_f i;:'rll;!,,1::;;i,!, ,;,tr::; jy,;
:.;:,:::!,!:,, jo;;!li:,:::,:,tp,,,2;,;;-,;;i;;:,li'iu,,o,o17n,.o
il can be positivelv 

proceedings ugainsr thc ollesed olfentli'' tt et

'1k,*-'cb;;;;::"'::'"!- 
thar hc has yken cZgnrz'tnte of rhe

offender. " rs rn regord to the '''ffeni and no't the

9. In view of the observations and directions of the Hon,ble

Supreme' Court in the judgments referred to supra, the act of
issuing process of summoning the accused to face criminal triar is a

serious issue and such orders directing summons to a person to face

Criminal trial cannot be on the basis of cryptic orders and it shoutd

', (2008) 17 SCC 157
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be an order reflecting application of mind by the presiding Officer

while taking cognizance and issuing process.

10. For the foregoing reasons as well as the principles laid down

by the Hon'ble Apex Court in the judgments cited supra, and

without going into the other grounds, this Court is of the

considered view that cognizance order passed in C.C.No.2903 ot

2025 pending on the file of the III Additional Junior Civil Judge_

cum-III Additional Junior Magistrate of First Class, Ranga Reddy

District at L.B.Nagar, is liable to be quashed and accordingly

quashed. However, this order will not preclude the learned

Magistrate from taking cognizance and passing orders afresh in

accordance with law, by giving reasons.

ll. Accordingly, the criminat petition is disposed of.

Pending miscellaneous applications, if any, shall stand

closed.
SD/. AHMED ABDULLA KHAN

ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

//TRUE COPY//

To,
SECTION OFFlCER

The lll Additionar Junior civir Judge-cum-ilr Additionar Judiciar Magistrate of
First Class, Ranga Reddy District, at L.B. Nagar.
The. Station House officer, Saroornagar wFS (Rachakonda) porice station,
Rachakonda.

1

2

3' Two ccs to the pubric prosecutor, High court of rerangana at Hyderabadtourl

'U : ?l:333',f;Y o-'""p Kiran' AdvocatetoPuci

€



HIGH COURT

DATED: 2210412026
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ORDER

CRLP.No.6187 ot 2026

DISPOSING THE CRIMINAL PETITION
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