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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

FRIDAY, THE TWENTY FOURTH DAY OF JULY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE J SREENIVAS RAO

CR|MINAL PETITION NO: 11095 OF 2026
Between:

A/anga Shobhan Babu, S/o Sailu, Aged about 36 years, Occ. Auto Driver, R/o H
No. 1-30, Palakurthy Village and l\rlandal, Jangaon District.

...PETITIONER/ACCUSED
AND

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

2. Banoth Ravinder, S/o Teja, Aged about 44 yearc, Occ. Agriculture, R/o Pedda
Thanda of Palakurthy lVlandal, Jangaon District

...RESPONDENT/COMPLAINANTS

Petition under Section 528 of BNSS praying that in the circumstances stated in
the l/emorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may be pleased to
quash the Crime No.133 of 2026 dated 1 9.06.2026 on the file of the Station House
Officer, Palakurthy Police Statron, registered for the offences punishable under
Sections 296(b) and 115(2) of the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhrta, 2023 and Sections
3(1)(s) and 3(2)(va) of the Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes (Prevention of
Atrocities) Act, 1989, agarnst the Petitioner.

l.A. NO: 2 OF 2026

Petrtion under Section 528 of BNSS praying that in the circumstances stated in
the [Vlemorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may be pleased to
stay all further proceedings including arrest of the petitioner rn crime No.'133 of 2026
dated '19 06 2026 on the file of the station House officer, palakurthy police Station,
registered for the offences punishable under sections 296(b) and 1 15(2) of the
Bharativa Nvaya sanhita , 2023 and sections 3(1)(s) and 3(2)(va) of the dc'hedured
castes and Schedured rribes (prevention of Airocities) nit, i gsg, against thepetrtioner, pending disposal of the above Criminal petition.

. ^This 
Petition comrng on for hearing, upon perusing the lvlemorandum of Groundspi^9'lri,"] Petition and upon^hearing the argumenti of Sri .HALAKANT 

'ENKAT
YADAV' Advocate for the petitioner and tri iiin"no",- Rao Veeramala, theAdditional Pubric prosecutor on beharf of the Respondent No.1 ,na nonu ,pp"ur"ofor the Respondent No.2.

The Court made the following: ORDER
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IN'tHE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
A.t HYDERABAD

THE HONOUR{BLE SRI JUSTICE J.SREENTVAS RAO

CRI MTNAL PETI'IION No.ll095 of 2026

Date 24.01 .2026

Between

Manga Shobhan Babu
..Petitioner/accused

AND

The State o1' Telangana, and another
Respondents

'fhis Cnminal Petition has been filed seeking to quash the

proceedings In Crime No.l33 ol 2026 of Palakurthy Police Station,

Warangal District, rvherein the petitioner was arrayed as accused for

the olfences ptrnishable under Seotions 296(b), and 115(2) of the

Bharatiya Svaya Sanhila, 2023 (for short 'BNS') and Section 3(l)(r'

3(2Xva) ol. the Scheduled Castes and the Scheduled Tribes

(prevention ol.Atrocilies) ,\ct. 1989, (lor short 'SC/ST (PoA) Act')'

2. Lcarned A^dditiorral Public Prosecutor submits tllat pursuant to

the crrder dated 16 07 2026. the In'estigating Officer liad served the

notice to rcspondent No'l and rnlbrmed about the filing of the present

ORDER
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criminal petition and listing of matter. ln spite of service of notice,

respondent No.2 has not chosen to enter appearance. Hence, this

Court has no option except to proceed with the matter on merits

3. Heard Mr. Chalakani Venkat Yadav, leamed counsel for the

petitioner and Mr.Jithender Rao Veeramalla, learned Additional

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

criminal petition is disposed of at the stage of admission

4. Leamed counsel for the petitioner submitted that the petitioner

has not committed the alleged offence and has been falsely implicated

in the present crime. The allegations levelled in the complaint are

purely civil in nature in respect of monetary transaction. The

petitioner has not abused respondent No.2 in the name of his caste,

especially within the manner of public view and the ingredients of the

offence punishable under Sections 296(b), and 115(2) ofthe BNS and

Section 3(1)(s), 3(2)(va) of the SC/ST (POA) Act are not attracted

against the petitioner. Hence, continuation of the proceedings against

the petitioner is a clear abuse of the process of law.

5. He further submitted that the oflfences alleged against the

petitioner are punishable with imprisonment of less than seven years.
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6. Pet t't)tttrtr. lcarnccl .\clditional Public I)rost'cutor sr-rhmitted

that there are specilic allecations levelled in the complaint against the

pclitioner. Whether the allegations made against the petitioner are

truc o| not. lhe sanrc has to [-.',c' revcaled during the course of

inr cstigation. cspe c ally tlrc irrr.'stisution is Lrnclcr- pr()qrcss arrd lhc

petitionr'r rs not cntitlcil lo scck qLtrshrlcnt ot thc procccdings at llre

threshold. f lor.r.'rcr'. as thr- ol'l'cncc-s lerclled against tle pelitioner are

pLrnishable * ith itrtplisontnetrt o(' Iess than seven )'ears, the

Investigating Officer u ill lollo* the dr're procedure as contemplated

under thc pror isiotrs of Section i5(3) olthe B.r-SS, and the petitioner

has 1,., ,.o,,l.. t,ttr. * ith th. itrr.'ttiSali,'tt.

l1r .l S\((

'I he Inrestiqatirrg Olllcer. r,,'ilhout lbllowing the mandatory

procedur,-- pre scribed under Section 3 5(3 ) ol the llharatiya Nagarik

Suraksha Sanhita. l0ll (for short 'the BNSS') and without following

tlre qlriclelincs lbnnrrlrtcd br thc IIon'blc Supreme Court in Arnesh

Kumur I s. Stule rt/ Rihurt. is pltrcccciir.rl Iirlthcl Ln thc nrarrcr lnd

the sarne is conlrar', to larr.
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7. Learned counsel for the petitioner by way of reply submitted

that the petitioner will appear before the Investigating Officer and

r.r ill cooperate with thc invesrigation.

8. I Iaving consider.cd thc riva] subrrissions made bv the

respective parlies and upon pcrLrsal ol lhe rnaterial available on

rccord, it reveals that tlre ollenccs icveiled against the petitioner are

punishable with imprisonrrent of less than seven years. Even

according to the learned Additional public prosecutor, the

Investigating Officer wants to follow the due procedure as

contenrplatcd undcr thc pror, isions of'thc 35(3 ) ol- thc IINSS.

9. In view of thc sanre. thc pcritioncr is directed to appear before

the Investigating olficer on o. bclbre 04.0g.2026 and on such

appearance, the Investigaring oflicer is directed to fblrow the

procedure contemplated under the provisions of the BNSS, and also

the guidelines formulated by the Hon,ble Apex Court in Arnesh

Kumar (supra) and thc pctitioncr shail cooperale w,ith the

investigation' It is necdress to rncntion that the petitioner is entitred to

subrrit rcp.l1, to rhc notict-. ur.rcier Scctitrn 35(3 ) ol the tINSS by raising

all the- plcas vvhich ar.c ar.ailablc to hint and he is also entirled 1cl
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To,

TPK/KA
Iar\y

submit the docurnents, iI' any, rvhich are in his custody, to the

Investigating O1'ficer

10. .\ccordingll', the Criminal Petition is disposed of

Miscellaneous applications, pending if any, shall stand closed

SD/- B.REKHA RANI
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

//TRUE COPYi/

SECTION OFFICER

1 The Station House Offrcer Police Station, Palakurthy..langaon District
2. fwo CCs to Pubiic Prosecutor High Court for the State of Telangana at

Hyderabad (OUT)
3 One CC to SRI CHAI-AKANI VENKAT YADAV Advocate IOPUC]
4 Two CD Copies
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HIGH COURT

DATED: 2410712026

ORDER

CRLP.No.11095 of 2026

CRIMINAL PETITION !S DISPOSED OF
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