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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

MONDAY, THE TWENTY THIRD DAY OF MARCH
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENW SIX

:PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE JUSTICE MOUSHUMI BHATTACHARYA
AND

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE GADI PRAVEEN KUMAR

WRIT PETITION NO: 8590 OF 2026
Between:

1. Pulasani Rami Reddy, Slo. Venkata Reddy, Aged about 66 years, Occ. Farmer,
H. No. 3-68, Mondikunta, Aswapuram, Nellipaka, Khammam, Telangana-
507128.

2. Pulasani Lalitha, W/o. Rami Reddy, Aged about 63 years, Occ- Housewife, H.
No. 3-68, Mondikunta, Aswapuram, Nellipaka, Khammam, Telangana- 507L28

Petitioners
AND

1. The State of Telangana, Represented by its Special Secretary for Home
Depaftment of Telangana State.

2. The Director General of Police, DGPs Office, Lakdikapul, Hyderabad,
Telangana State.

3. The Inspector of Police/ Station House Officer, Hayathnagar Police Station,
Rachakonda Polir:e Commissionerate.

4. Gunukula Praneetha , Dlo.Gunukula Indra Reddy, Aged about 35 years, Vo.
t-L45 I 2l Al 1 Ishtaka meshwari Temple area, Pedda Amberpet, Telangana.

Respondents

WHEREAS the Petitioner above named through their Advocate Ms. P SREE
RAMYA presented this Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying
that in the circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Couft may
be pleased to issue a Writ more particularly a writ of Habeas Corpus directing the
Respondent No.3 and 4 to a) Produce the minor girl child aged about 6 years before
this Honourable Court, b) Declare the action of the Respondent No.3 in handling the
minor child to Respondent No.4 on 13/03/2026 as illegal as arbitrary, c) Direct that
the custody of the minor child be restored to the Petitioners

AND WHEREAS the High Court upon perusing the petition and
affidavit/memorandum of grounds filed herein and upon hearing the arguments of
Sri P SREE RAMYA Advocate for the Petitioners and Mr. T. Ravi Kumar , the learned
Assistant Government Pleader representing the learned Advocate General for the
respondent Nos.l to 3, directed issue of notice to the Respondent No.4 herein to
show cause as to why this WRIT PETHON should not be admitted.



Yon viz:
Gunukula Praneetha , Dlo. Gunukula Indra Reddy, Aged about 35 years, R/o.
t-L45l2lN1 Ishtakameshwari Temple area, Pedda Amberpet, Telangana.

are directed to show cause on or before 01.04.2026 to which date the case stands
posted as to why in the circumstances set out in the petition and the affidavit filed
therewith (cppy enclosed) this WRIT PETffiON should not be admitted.
The Court rnade the fullo^,ing
ORDER

Is$e notie, indudiry personal notie, b the rcsponAent NoA, r ,tD b fte

rndrer of the alleged d&nue.

The petitbnerc arc the paE nal gnndparcnts of tfie alleged deEnue.

tisttris m&r on 01.M.2026, as prryed for.

Prod of seruftre b be filed befuie the rctumable daE.

sD/- T SRr DEVI
ASSISTAilT REGTSIMR

SECTIOiI OFFICER
To,

1. Gunukula Praneetha, Dlo. Gunukula Indra Reddy, Aged about 35 years, R/o.
L-L45l2lAl1 Ishtakameshwari Temple area, Pedda Amberpet, Telangana. (by
SPAD- along with a copy of petition and affidavit)

2. One CC to SRI. P SREE RAMYA Advocate IOPUC]
3. Two CCs to ADVOCATE GENERAL Advocate [OUT]
4. One spare copy
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