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(sHow CAUSE NOTTCE BEFORE ADM|SS|ON)
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA

AT HYDERABAD

FRIDAY, THE SIXTH DAY OF MARCH

TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

:PRESENT:
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE J SREENIVAS RAO

CRIMINAL PETITION NO: 3197 OF 2026

Between:

1. A. Abhishek Reddy, S/q. Late. Raghava Reddy,

2. A.Suchithra Reddy, Wo. Late. Raghava Reddy _

Petitioners/A1 & A3 -
AND

1. The State of-Telangana, Rep. by the its Public Prosecutor, High Court at
Hyderabad (Through SHO, Madhapur, Cyberabad) ".NqY'rtg

2. GqlrteVamsee Chowdary, S/o Sri Late N.Seetha Ramaiah, R/o Plot No.573,
Krishna Devaraya Nagar, Vanastalipuram, Hyderabad

Res po n dents/Gom pla i na nt

WHEREAS the Petitioners above named through their Advocate
SRI EMIVIADI UPENDER presented this Petition under Section 528 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 FIR No.1309 of 2024,
on the file of P.S., Madhapur, Cyberabad district, and also the consequential
proceedings if any, as against the petitioners/A.1 & 43, 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. VINOD KUMAR
DESHPANDE, counsel representing SRI EMMADI UPENDER Advocate for the
Petitioners, and Additional 'Public Prosecutor, for the Respondent No.1 directed
issue of notice to the Respondent No.2 herein to show cause as to why this
CRIMINAL PETITION should not be admitted. ._.

You viz:
h-lCtlrne
.@OVamsee Chowdary, S/o Sri Late N.Seetha Ramaiah, R/o Plot No.573,
Krishna Devaraya Nagar, Vanastalipuram, Hyderabad.



are directed to sho'v cause on or before 22.04.2026 to whiclr date the case stands
posted as to why in the ci"cumstanees set out in the petition a td the memorandum of
grounds filed therer,rith (copy enclosed) this CRIMINAL PETITION should not be
admitted.

lA NO: 1 OF 2026

Petition und,)r Ser:tion 528 OF B.N.S.S., praying that in the circumstances
stated in the groun ls; file,l in support of the criminal petition, the High Court may be
pleased to stay all lurther proceedings as against the petitionlrs/A.1 & A3 relating to,
FIR No.1309 of 2)124, r:n the file P.S., Madhapur, Cybe,'abad district, pending
disposal of this Crir rinal t'etition, in the interest of justice.

The Court made tlre, following:
ORDER:

Mr. Vinod lKunrar Deshpande, learned counsel representing Mr. E.

Upender, learned counsel for the petitioners, submits th:rt the petitioners have

not committed an y offence and have been falsely implicated in the present case.

All the allegations levr:lled against the petitioners pertain to non-agricultural

lands. In the year l!004, the Urban Land Ceiling Authorities issued proceedings

in favour of the vr ndor of the petitioners, declaring the sulrject land, as allegecl in

the complaint, to he ncrn-surplus land. Respondent No. 2, who is now claiming

rights over the property, Iodged the present complaint after a lapse of 18 years

without assigning any reasons for the delay in lodging the r:omplaint.

He further submits that the Investigation Officen rnade a request before

the XII Additi rnal Metropolitan Magistrate-cum-X Additional Judicial

Magistrate of Finrt Clarrs, Ranga,Reddy District at Kukatlally to issue summons

to petitioner No.l tto submit the original GPA Document No.368 of 2004 to the

said Court to send the same to Telangana State Forensi,: Science Laboratories

for comparison and expert opinion and the said request is contrary to the law

laid down by the [ilon'ble Apex Court in State of Gujarot Vs, Shyamlol Mohanlol

Choksi antl onoth,rrlancl also the law laid down by this Corrrt in A, Srinivas Rectety

Vs. Stote of Tetaniyr,rno2
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Taking into consideration the above said submissions, this Court is of the

view that the grounds, which were raised by the learned counsel for the

petitioners, require detailed examination.

Notice before admission.

Learned Additional Public Prosecutor takes notice on behalf of respondent

No.l and seeks further time.

Learned counsel for the petitioners is permitted to take out personal notice

to respondent No.2 by way of speed post with acknowledgment due and file proof

of service.

Post on 22.04.2026.

Till such time, there shall be an interim stay of all further proceedings

against the petitioners/accused Nos.l and 3 in FIR.No.1309 of 2024 of Madhapur

Police Station, Cyberabad District.

In default of filing proof of service by the next date of hearing, the interim

stay granted shall stand vacated.

Sd/. AHMAD ABDULLA KTIAN -I
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

//TRUE COPYII

FICER
To,

1. The X Addl Metropolitan Magistrate, Cyberabad at Kukatpally, -
2. The Station House Officer, Madhapur Police Station, Cyberabad -Commissionerate.

T.tqYme
3. @Vamsee Chowdary, S/o Sri Late N.Seetha Ramaiah, R/o Plot No.573,

Ktrna Devaraya Nagar, Vanastalipuram, Hyderabad. (by SPAD- along with
a copy of petition and memorandum of grounds) n

4. One CC to SRl. EMIUADI UPENDER Advocate [OPUC] -
5. Two CCs to Public Prosecutor, High Court at Hyderabad (OUT)-

6. One spare cogy _,

I



HIGH COUR]'

JSR,J

DATED:06/0:tt201'-6

POST ON 22.t),+.2C'26

NOTICE BEI:(CRE ADMISSION

CRLP.No.3197 of 2026
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