
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

WEDNESDAY THE FIRST DAY OF APRIL
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE J SREENIVAS RAO

CRIMI NAL PETITION NO:4741 oF 2026

Between:

AND

I.A. NO:1 oF 2026

Dongari Venkataram. Sro 
.L:,9^y.ylhilingam, Aged about Z2 yea$,Retired Lecturer, R/o. H No 1_6_1o2t3l3/r.V;;;'*,r*r,, Suryapet Town.

Occ

...Petitioner/Accused

1' The State of reranga.na, Rep by its pubric prosecutor, High court for theState of Telangana a1 Hyd"r"baOl 
- 

...RespondenUComplainant
2. Smt. Barishetti San{trya, W/o. Koteshwar Rao, Aged about 38 years, Occ.Govt Teacher, R/o Ft;t.No 301, a"; M;;k iurio.n.ynp"rtment, LtC OfficeBackside, North Road, Vidyanagal Sr.Vrp"t'ii8 Zf e

...RespondenUDefacto Complainant
Petition under section,52g of BNSS praying that in the circumstances stated inthe Memorandum of Grounds o-f Criminat d"t,t1""] inJ'nigh, Court may be pleased toca'for the records in c.c.No.919 

"iiozs "rlr,L riL of principar Judiciar princioarFirst Class Magistrate Court at Suryapet, inJtn" Jrr"" may be quashed

Petition under Section,52B of BNSS praying that in the circumstances stated inthe Memorandum of Grounds of C-riminal d"[t1;": inJ'Hign Court may be pteased tostay of alt further proceedings in c.c.No grg 
"i 

io)i on the fire of principar Judiciar
!;ll:ffi,r:ffi:{tass Masiitrate court ai-.r"r0",, pendins finarization 

-J.in"

This petition comino- on for hearing, upon perusing the Memorandum ofGrounds of criminar petition.and upon te"arinj th"'argum"nts of Mr NARENDARJALLT, Advocate for the petitioner and Mr- iifHEr.rrien RAo ,EERAMALLA, theAdditional Pubric prosecutor on beharf ot n".ponourl No.1 and None appeared forthe Respondent No.2

The Court made the following: ORDER



IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE I] F TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE J.SRI ENIVAS RAO

CRIMINAL PETITION No.474L oi 2o26

Date: 01.04.2026

Betwee n:

Dongari Venkataram
Pctitioner/ accused

AND
The State oi Telangana,
Rep. by its Public Prosecutor,
High Court for the State of Telangana
at Hyderabad and another.

Respondents

::ORDER::

This Criminal Petition has been filed by tl) . pc titioner/ accused

seeking to quash the proceedings in C.C.No.9 i9 ,1 2O25 on the file of

the Principal Judicial First Class Magistrate C )..rrt at Suryarpet, lor

the offences punishable under Sections 74,79, ,r>3(l) and 351(2) of

the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita, 2023 (for short .Bll i ).

2. Heard Mr. Narender Jalli, learned couns. ftr- the petitioner,

and Mr. Jithender Rao Veeramalla, learn,:r1 Ac]<iitior-ral public

Prosecutor for respondent No.1.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submitt: I that the petitioner

has not committed the alleged offences an.l has becn falsell,

implicated in the present casc. Even accorclinr to the allegations
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made in the complaint or in the l-rnal report, the ingredients of the

offences under Sections 74,79,353(1) and 35 1(2) of the BNS are not

attracted against the petitioner. He further submitted that the

petitioner and respondent No.2 are mere rclatives, there is a

consensual relationship betwcen them and lhcre are seueral other

disputes, r.r,hich are pending bctu,een them. The petitioner is a

retired lecturer and to damage his reputation, respondent No.2 filed

the present complainl. The lnvestigating Officer recorded the

statements of LWs.1 to 5. LWs.2 to 4 arc husband, father and

mother of LW. 1-respondcnt No.2 respectively and LWs.5 to 7 are the

near relatives of respondcnt No.2. The Investigating Off-rcer, solely

based upon their statements, filed the final report and their

statements cannot be considered on the ground that they are close

relatives of respondent No.2. Hence, continuation o[ the proceedings

against the petitioner is a clear abuse of the proccss of law.

4. Per contra, learned Additional Public Prosecutor submitted that

there are specific allegations lcvclled againsl- the petitioner. The

Investigating Officer recorded the statements of LWs.l to 7 and all

the witnesses have specifically mentioncd the role of the petitioner.

Whether the petitioner has committed the offence or not has to be

adjudicated and decided by the trial Court after a full-fledged trial.
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Hence, the petitioner is not entitled to sr:r'i quashing of the

proceed ings at this stage.

5. Having considered the rival submiss r ns made b,v" the

respective parties and upon perusal of [he nr Lt-crizrl averilable on

record, it reveals that respondent No.2 [jl,r . a conrplaint on

1O.O3.2025 and in the said complaint, there ar c specific allegations

Ievelled against the petitioner that he sent WhaLs / I)p messages to hcr

and she was examined as LW. i and her husban: . father and mothcr

q,ere examined as LWs. 2 to 4 and LWs.S to 7 r - tht: circumstantial

witnesses. The q.itnesses in their statements sp,r rallv stated the role

of the petitioner. Whether, the statements of .Vs. I to '/ recordcd

under Section 161 of Cr.P.C. are true or not, rl c samc have to be

adjudicated and decided by the trial Court. Hcr r:e, this Court does

not find any ground to quash the proct'.: lings against the

petitioner/ accused in C.C.No.919

powers conferred under Section

Suraksha Sanhita, 2023.

of 2025, r. rrlc exercising thr, I
528 of thc 13haratiya Nagarik

6. Holrrever, taking into consideration the ae : of the petrtioner,

the presence of the petitioner/ accused in C.C. No .r l9 of 2025 on tl-rc

fite of the Principal Judicial First Class Magistratr Court at Suryapet,

is dispensed with, subject to the condition rhat he shall be

represented through his counsel on each and ,), ry clate of hearing.
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If the presence of the petitioner is required, he shall appear before

the trial Court. In case of his non-appearance on the specific date

fixed by the trial Court for his appearancc, thc trial Court is entitled

to proceed with the matter, in accordance u'ith las"

7 With the above directions, the criminal petition is disposed of

Pending miscellaneous applications, if any, shall stand closed'

//TRUE COPY//

SD/- MOHD.ISMAIL
DEPUTY}EGISTRAR

e-
SECTION OFFICER

\ To,

'1 . The Principal Judicial First Class Magistrate Court at Suryapet

2. The Station House Officer, Suryapet ll TN Police Station' Suryapet

3. One CC to Mr. NARENDAR JALLI Advocate IOPUC]

4. Two CCs to PUBLIC PROSECUTOR High Court for the State of Telangana'

at Hyderabad [OUT]

5. Two CD CoPies

RC/PSL

${6)
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