
rN rHE H|GH couRr FolJEFiJiJt oF TELANGANA

FRIDAY ,THE TWENTY EIGHTH DAY OF MARCH
' "'-rwo iiousAND AND TWENTY FlvE

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE K'SURENDER

CRIMIN AL PETITION NO: 9647 0F 202',i.

Between:

'34*i"Sf H3"r',r, j'";,inf, ,'J:T35:'hfl?"$'*'yi:'"#s:?f ::8j[ii:
eee!ramguAa' HYderabad'

' s[j.11i"; EH,ms?H,ii $j:,?ffi i!;f:;j, "0"'t 
6 3 vea rS occ As ri I

3GAJULALAXM|,Wo.Chandrarnouli,Aged.about5TVears'occ.Agril.R/o,
HNo Flat No.403, F[i l'6'"'i7:'Vandanapur cirlonv' Beeramsuda

Hyderabad.

4 KUNCHANA SANDHYA, Wo' Muralidhar' ASeq thout 
39 vears' Occ House

wife. R/o. H.No.1-8;;'Vlnlitinlryiii 
"cotonv' chiitnasattu Villase'

iir!;"dainl rr,ianoir' warangal' 5060 1 5'

5,BETH|SWATHI,Wo.Ramesh,Agedabout33]ears.occ.Housewife'R/o.
H No T-6-80/8, nw"pi?"'ri'jb;i-Hl";v' R'ampallv Village' Medchar'

tl

Malkaigiri- 501301

PARIPELLY DIWA, WO.
House wife, Rl/o. H No 

.

Jagithyal , Karimnagar Dtst
d-1113,f 5ffi l"xl', i9i3#' H: :.,,'fi "fr , 

"o0",:
rict

."..PETITIONERS/ACCUSED NO 1 TO 6

AND

' lffi g'i,':"1:li,lT3fl?1??Bi iJr':?5 :?'i15:?:E:H'' "' 
n 

: :::X,. -,

2 CHINTHAKINDI SRUTHI, Wo p.aju]g pandegO' Aged About 29 vears Occ

' 5;it*;;; Engs , n/o Budidagadda' Kothaguoem'

......RESPONDENT/COMPLAINANT

Petition under Section 482 of Cr'P'-C. playln" that in the circumstances

stated rn the Memorand'#"rt"'-"*oJoi C'in1tl Fetition' the High Court may

be pleased to Quash tnt ottl""ili"g" i" C c rv9 1564 of 2021' onthe file of the

3RD Addrtionat Judicrat ";;;ti;;; Magistrate at Kothagudem' against the

ietitioners/Accused No 'l to 6' herein



l.A. NO: 10F 2021

Petition under section 4g2 0f .cr.p. c^praying that in the circum:;tances stated inthe Memorandum of Grounds or ciiminai p.lition, the Higr-r court mav bepleased to stay a, further p-ro_ceedings 
-r"fraing- 

,,;ft;r;;;; 'oi, 
,nupetitioners/Accused No 1 to 6 in'c c wo iso+ oi 2021 , otr thr= fire of the 3RDAdditionar Judiciar First. crass Magistrate- ai Kothagudern, against thepetitioners/Accused No. .l to 6

This Petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing lhe Memorandum ofGrounds of criminar petition and upon nearing the arguments of sri J suRESHBABU ,Advocate for the petitioners and the sRr M.vTvEKANANDA REDD',ASSISTANT pUBLtC PROSECUTOR on behalf of the Respondent No.1 and ofSri PULLA RAO YELLANKI Advocate for the Respondent No. 2

The Court made the following: ORDER
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THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE K'SURENDER

INAL ITI NNo o.9 647 oF20/2l
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LThis Criminal Petition is filed

A-6 seeking to quash the proceeding

on the file of Ill Additional Judicial

Kothagudem' The offences alteged

by the Petitioners/A-l 
to

s in C.C'No' 1564 of 2O2l'

First Class Magistrate at

agarnst ttre Petitioners are

i
!
rj

i
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,' .ri ..

under Sections 498-A arrd 506 of IPC'

2. Heard learned counsel for the petitioners arrd

Sri M.Vivekananda Reddy' learned Assistant Public Prosecutor

for the respondent - State' Perused tlre record'

3. The 2'a respondent lodged a complalnt on 17 '96'2o21

stating that on 22 'O4 '2016 ' her marriage was performed "vith

A-1, and at the time of marriage ' Rs'10 lakhs cash and 4 tulas

of gold lr''ere given' She was blessed with a boy' who was

around 4 years ord at the time of rodging the compraint' A 1

s[ar[ed harassing the 2'd respondent both physically and

mentallv, asking her to bring additional dowry of Rs'5'00'O00/-

. A 1 used to threaten her by saying that to continue their

marriage life, she had to bring additional dowry' On accotrnt of

constan t harassment by A- 1 ' the 2'd 
-respondent 

informed
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A-2 and A-3, who are her parents-in_law, as w
who are her sisters_in_law. However, they
harassment. On 28.04.2025, all the members
the marital house On the basis of the said complaint, a chargesheet was fiied agarnst these petitioners/A_1 

t,c .4_6.

absolutely no allegations leveled

petitioners/A_2

tion forms the

ase. There eu-e

single event is

against A_2 to .4._6. Not a
n arrated, nor is the manne;r in which theharassment took place described Only on the ba.sis of suchvague allegations, A_2 to 4_6 cannot be s.ubjected toprosecution.

4. Except for the omnibus allegation that tfre
to 4_6 supported A- I , no other specific alleiga
basis to array the petitioners as accused in the c

ell as A_4 to ,4_6,

sllpported A_1's

drove her out of
,
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5 In Kahkashan Kausar ia Sonam and othr:rs v. State of
Biharr, the Honltle Supreme Court heid that i.n flre absence
of specific and clistinct allegations against the accused, the
proceedings can be quashecl. Under Section 4g2 ofCr.p.C,
the Court should be carelul tn proceeding against relatives
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who are implicated solely on the basis of vague and

omnibus allegations.

6. In view of the present facts of the case and the judgment

of the Hon'ble Supreme Court cited above, the Criminal Petition

is partly allowed and the proceedings against petitioners/A-2 to

.{-6 are quashed, while the proceedings against A-1 shall go on'

Miscellaneous applications pending, if any, shall stand closed.
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SD/- MOHD. ISMAIL
DEPUTY REGI$TRAR

L,'//TRUE COPY//
SECTION OFFICER

To,

1. The 3rd Additional Judicial First Class Magistrate at Kothagudem' District 
.

Z. ffre Station House Officer, Kothagudem, Pdlice Station Kothagudem, District
g. One CC to SRI J SURESH BABU Advocate IOPUCI - .--
+. O"" CC to SRI PULLA RAO YELLANKI Advocate [OPUq]- .

S. iwo CCs to Public Prosecutor, High Court for the State of Telangana at

Hyderabad [OUT]
6. Two CD CoPies

.,,:
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HIGH COURT

DATED:2810312025

ORDER
CRLP.No.9647 of 2021

PARTLY ALLOWING THE CRIMINAL PETITION
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