
IN THE HIGH COUIIT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYI)ERABAT)

WEDNESDA\'. lllL TWLN'|Y Nlt.r-l'll DAY Otj APRIL
TWO'TIIOUSNND NND TU'ENTY SIX

:PRESENT:
THE HON'BLE JUSTICE MOUSHUMI BHATTACHARYA

ANI)
TI{E HON'BLE SRI .IUSTICE GADI PRAVEEN KUMAR

CONTEMPT CASE NOr 1678 OF 2026
Iletween
Shalini Boyanrotla. W/o. Bharath Kumar Pogula. R/o. lJouse No. 1-7-700002, Sriram Nagar-2.
Pedcla Thanda (Vill), Khammanr Dist., 'l'elangana - 507003

Petitioner

ANT)

Bharath Kumar Pogula. S/o. Satya Naral,ana, Currently rcsiding at: I 91 4 NW Elnt Ave.
Rednrond. Oregon. IJSA- 97756. i{aving pernlanent acldrcss at: Flat No.- 403. Sai Kashl'ap
Nilayam. Hanuman Nagar. Opposite KU l" Cate flanamkonda, Telangana- 506009.

Respondenl

WI'IEREAS the petitioner has presenled thc Contempt Case under Sections l0 to l2 ol-
thc Contenlpt of Courts Act. I 9',? I . through hel Counsel Ms. Chada Sriharshitha. praying the
lligh ( oult to purrish tlrc lcspondcnt lbr willulll disobeying the order datcd 23-0i-2026 passcd

in \\,1). No. 70_it) ol.l026:

Counscl for the Petitioner SRI RA.IIV SHAKDHER, Senior Counsel
rcp rcsen ting i\'IS. CHADA SRIHARSHITHA

Counscl for llcspondcnt SRI T].SHAN'THI BHUSHAN RAO

WHEREAS the said case conring on lbr lrearing. and whereas the High Court, upon
perusing the affrdavit filed therein and earlier order dated 15.04.2026. made the following;

oliDlitt:

From the report filed by the learned Advocate Commissioner in

Court today, there is prima facie a clear case of contempt committed on

the part of the respondent of the direction issued by this Court on

23.O3.2026.

By the order, it is made clear that every video call between the pet itioner

and the children shall continue for a minimum duration of 15 minutes.

The report indicates otherwise.



L
In fact, the submissions made by the learned counsel appearing for

the respondent is that the calls could not last for the duration of 15

minutes by reason of the minor children cutting the calls, is refuted by

the learned Advocate Commissioner, who is present in the Court.

The learned Advocate Commissioner submits that the respondent is

continuously present beside the minor children and minor children
looking at the respondent before cutting the call. The observation of the

learned Advocate Commissioner which forms part of the report, also

states inter alia that the respondent is not cooperating in the calls made

by the petitioner and the respondent's presence is affecting the

children's interaction with the petitioner, It is also stated that the calls

are abruptly disconnect,ed while the children are speaking to the

petitioner.

Since we have heard the learned counsel appearing for the parties

repeated occasions, we take the aberration and non-compliance

extremely serigusly. Learned counsel appearing for the respondent is

directed to ensure that the respondent allows the calls to last for a

minimum duration of 15 minutes as directed by the Court, failing which,

the respondent shall be liable for serious conselluences in accordance

with law of contempt.

The learned Advocate Commissioner is requested to continue to

monitor the calls as directed earlier.

The Court is infornred that the Advocate Commissioner has been

paid as directed at the first instance.

List these matters on 15.06.2026, as prayed for. r

Sd/- A.V.S.PRASAD
DEPUTY REGIS'TITAR
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l. lvls. M.N. Akshulu Reddy, Advocatc, (Cell No.91009 18668). IIigh Courr Advocatcs'
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