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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

TUESDAY, THE FOURTEENTH DAY OF JULY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE J SREENIVAS RAO

CRIMINAL PETITION NO: 10735 OF 2026

t

BETWEEN:

I
Rajitha Guguloth, Wo Thirupathi @ Bhoopathi Guguloth, aged about 30 years,

Oct. HousJnotd work, ST/ Lambada caste, R/o H.No. 9-95, Badi Thanda village,

Rudrangi Mandal, Rajanna Sircilla District, Telangana - 500102'

..Petitioner/Accused No.2

1. The state of Telangana, Rep. by its Public Prosecutor, High court Buildings,

Hyderabad.

...ResPondent

2.GugulothuGopal,S/oVarjya,agedabout32years,OccForestWatcher'ST/
Laribada caste, R/o Band-iThanda village, Rudrangi Mandal, Rajanna Sircilla

District, Telangana.

...RespondenUComPlainant

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

qrr.n tn" proceedings in FlR.No.63 of 2026 daled 14106t2026 on the file of the P.S.

Rudrangi, Raianna Sircilla District, in the interest of justice'

AND

t.A. NO: 2 OF 2026

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
grant stay of all further proceedings including arrest of the Petitioner herein /Accused
No.2 in FlR. No.63 of 2026 dated 1410612026 on the file of the P.S.Rudrangi,
Rajanna Sircilla District, pending disposal of the above Criminal Petition, in the
interest of justice.

t
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This Petition comrng on for hearing, upon perusing the Memorandum of Grounds
of criminal Petition and upon hearing the arguments of Sri Nikhil Gautham Nagula,

Advocate for the Petitioner and Sri Jithender Rao Veeramalla, learned Additional
Public 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 HIGH COTJRT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

THE HONOURABLE SRI JI.,STICE J.SREENI!'AS RAO

CRIM INAL PETITION No.10735 of 2026

Date 11.07.2026
Between

Rajitha Guguloth
...Petitioner/accused No.2

AND

The State of Telangana. and another
..Respondents

ORDER

This Criminal Petition has bccn filcd seeking to cluash the

proceedings in Climc No.6i ol' 2026 o1' Rudrangi ['olice Station.

Rajanna Sircilla District, wherein the petitioner was arrayed as

accused No.2 for the offences punishable under Sections 118(1),

115(2).292 read with 3(5) of the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita,2023 (fbr

shorl'BNS').

2. l{eard Mr. Nikhil Goutham Nagula, learned counsel lor the

petitioner and Mr.Jithender l{ao Veeramalla. learned Additional

Public Prosecutor for respondent No.l . With their consent, this

criminal petition is disposed of at the stage of admission.
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l. L.carnr.cl counscl lbr the pctitioncr subntitted that thc petitioner

has not comnritted the alleged ollence and has been lalsely implicated

in the present case. l'he allegations levelled in the complaint are

pulelv cir il in nature. Respondent No.2 ought to have approached the

colnpetent Civil Cour1. on the other hand. lodged the present

contplaint bl, gir inu rt a crirrinal colour. Respondent No.2 Iodged the

prcscnt cornplaint againsr thc petilioncr ancl her husbandraccused

\o.1. riho is none olhcl th.ut thc brolhcr ol r.espondent No.2. in

respect of agricr-rltural land dispr.rtes. especia[[1,, accused No. I has

also sustained in.juries in the hands of respondent No.2. To dissolve

the cir il disputes pending betu,.een accused No.1 and respondent

No.2. she lilcd lodged the present complaint. llven according to the

alleq.ations ntade in the complaint. the ingredients of the offences

rurdcr Sccri.rs I 1 E( | ). r l -5(l ) and l9l 
'cad 

rvith -i(5) of the tlNS are

flot altrJutctl rg.rirr.t thc petilrotrcr.

4. llc lLrrther submiued thal the ollences alleged against the

petitioner are punishable with irrprisonrnent of less than seven years.

Hou ever. the Investigating Officer. with an intention to avoid the due

procedurc. altered thc oI]'ence lrorn Section 1 l8( l) ol the BNS to

Se-ctiL,. I l8(l) ol rlre tl\S. IIc lLrrthcr subnrittecl rhat accused No.1

\ras irrcsterl ancl cnla|secl on bail. lhc allegarions under Section
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I l8(2) are levelled against accuscd No.l only. 'fhe petitioner was

only present at the scene ol off'ence. Ilence, continuation ol the

proceedings against the petitioner is a clear abuse of the process of

law.

5. Per contra. leamed Additional Public Prosecutor submitted

that there are specific allegations levelled against the petitioner and

accused No. L Whether the said allcgations are true or not. the same

has to be revealed during the course of investigation, especially the

investigation is under progress. Respondent No.2 sustained grievous

injuries in the hand ofaccused No. l.'l-he petitioncr is also present at

the scene of offence along with accused No.1. Hence, basing on the

medical evidence, Section 118( I ) of the BNS was altered to Section

I 18(2) of the BNS. He further submined that the petitioner is not

entitled to seek quashment of the proceedings at this stage

6. Having considered the rival submissions made by the

respective parlies and upon pcrusal of the material available on

record, it reveals that respondent No.2 and accused No. I are none

other than own brother and sister and there is a property dispute

between them. Initially Crime No.63 of 2026 was registered on

14.06.2026 for the olfences punishable under Secrions I 18( l), I l5(2)

and )9) read r,",ith 3(5) of thc tlNS. 'l'he said offences are punishable
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\\ ith imprisonment o1'lcss than seven years. It is brought to thc notice

,r1 the C ourl thar hasrng on thc ntcdic.rl rt.port. the olfence under

Scction I l8( l) olthe BNS was altered ro Section I Ig(2) of the BNS.

1. The specific casc of the petitioner is Lhat petitioner was only

present in the sccne of ollence and the ofl-ence under Section l lg(2)

of the BnN S is not attracted against the petitioner and it attracts only

against accuscd \o. L -f he accused No. I w.as arrested and he was

cn largccl on ba il

8. Lcarnetl .Adrlitional public prosecuror has nor opposed the

above said sr-rbm ission

9. 'l aking into consideration the peculiar facts and circumstances

of the case. this Courl is ol the prima facie view that the ingreclients

of the offence pLrnishable under Section l 1g(2) ol the BNS may not

atlracr aqainsr rlrc petilioner and thc other. ollences are punishable

r'r'ith irlprisonr.ncnl o1'less than se\en \cars. I lencc, the Inr.estieating

Officer is directed to follorv the procedure contemplated under the

provisions o1- thc Bharatil,a Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita. 2023. and

guidclines firrrnulated h_,- the l{on'ble Supreme Courl in Arnesh
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Kumar Vs. Stste of Bihort. and the petitioner shall cooperate with the

rnvestrgatron

10. Accordingly, the Criminal Petition is disposed of.

Miscellaneous applications, pending if any, shall stand closed.

//TRUE COPY//

SD/. B.REKHA RANI
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

SECTION OFFICER

G

To,
1. The Station House Officer, Rudrangi Police Station, Rajanna Sircilla District
2. Two CCs to the Public Prosecutor, High Court of Telangana at Hyderabad

tourl
3. One CC to Sri Nikhil Gautham Naguta, Advocate tOpUCl
4. Two CD Copies
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HIGH COURT

DATED: 1410712026

ORDER

CRLP.No.10735 ot 2026

DISPOSING THE CRIMINAL PETITION
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