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THE HIGH COUI{T FOI{ THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

WEDNESDAY. THE TWENTY FIRST DAY OF'JANUARY
TWO T'HOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

:PRESENTI /./'
THE HONOURABLE SMT JUSTICE JUVVADI SRIDEVI

IA. No. 2 of 2024
IN

CIRLP. N0: 5902 OF 2t124
&

IA. No. 2 of 2024
IN

CRLP. NO: 5903 OB 2024

IA. No.2 of 2024IN CRLP. No. 5902 of 2024:
Between:

1. Rita @eetu) Malik, Wo. Sh. Ram Kumar Malik.
2. Ram Kumar Malik, S/o. Late Sadhanand Malik.

Petitioners/Accused No.2 & 3
AND

1. State of Telangana, Represented by its Public Prosecutor, High Court of Telangana. {
2. Smt. Anjali Marwaha, D/o. Sudhir Kumar Marwaha, Occ: Housewife, R/o. 8071,

Sarvodaya Enclave' New Delhi 110017' 
Respond;nts

Petition under Section 482 o1'Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances stated in the
affidavit filed in support o1'the petition. the Iligh Court may be pleased to stay all further
proceedings including appczrrance of the Petitioners in C.C.No.57012023 on the file of
Learned Principal iudicial First []lass i\zlagistrate. Shadnagar. pending disposal of the
CRI-P No. 5902 of 2024. on the llle of the Iligh Clourt

'fhe petition coming r.rn for hcaring. upon penrsing the petitiorr and grounds filed in
support thereof and thc ordcr ol' the I Iigh C'ourt datecl 07.06 .2024, 03.07 .2024, 30.07 .2A24.
29.08.2024. 25.09.2024. 2).1 r 1021. 21.01.202_5. 07.04.2025" 28.07.2A25, 19.09.2025 &
04.11.2025 madehereinandthcordcrdatcd23.06.2025madeinlA.No. Iof2025 andupon
hearirtg the arguments o{' Ms. Geeta I-uthra. Senior Counsel appearing for SRI VIMAL
VARMA VASI REDDY. Advocate fbr the Petitioner. Sri M. Ramachandra Reclcly.
z\dditional PLrblic Prosccrrtur firr Rcspondent No.l ancl SR.l E SUDFIANSI-{Li ltAO.
.,\clvocate lor the Respondent Nrr.f .

lA. No.2 of 2024 IN CRLI'. No.5903 o_f 202.1

Between:
I{ahirl N4alik. Sio. Sh. I{anr Kunrar \4alik. Occ: Doctor. Rlo. 282-5. F.iscnltou'cr
Avenue. Alexanrl:'ia V,\. llll-l tiS:\ I(cprcscnted b1' his l)orver of'Attornel. N1rs.

Saclhna Kanrra. Wio. I)r. 'l'ejasvi Knrnra. R/o. 8. Indcr l{oad. I)elrradun Uttarakhand"



AND
Petitioner/-{,ccused No" 1

l. State of Telanl.rrna, Represented by its Public Prosecutor, Hilih Court of Telangana.

2. Smt. Arrjali Ivlitrrvaha, Dlo. Sudhir Kumar Marwaha, Occ Housewife, R/o. f}071.

Sarvodaya Ent lave, New Delhi 110017.
Respondents

I,etition undcr Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the citcumstances stated in the

grounds llled in supp rrt of the petition, the High Court may be pleased t,: sr-aY all further
prcrccedings including appearance of the Petitioner in C.C.No.510l2l23 on the flle of Learnecl

Principai .ludicial f ils Class Magistrate, Shadnagar, pending disposil of the CITLP No. -5903

of 2024.on the flle ol'tire l"ligh Court. ,-"
'fhc petition c,r1i11g on for hearing, upon perusing the peti,ion and grounds filed in

suppoft thereof and tlrc ordr:r of the High court dated 07.06.2024,03.07 "2024.30.07.2021,
29.08.2(t21" 25.09.20)+. 22.11.2024, 22.01.2025, 01.04.2025, 2807.2025, i9.09.2025 &
04.11.2(125 made hert in ancl order dated 23.06.2025 in IA. No. I of 2025 macle herein and

upon hearing the argu rents of Ms. Geeta Luthra, Senior Counsel al,pearing fbr SRI Vll\4AL
VARM,z\ VASI RL. )DY, Advocate for the Petitioner, Sri M. Rarnachandra Redd,v,

Additional Public l)rosecutor for Respondent No.l and SRI t; SIIDIIANSIIU RAO.
Advocate fbr thc Respondent No.2.

The Court made thc irllowing
ORDER:

These Interlolutory Applications are liled seeking stay of all further proceedings
against the petition( rs-accused Nos.l to 3 in C.C.No.570 of 11023 on the file of .thc
learned Principal .Iu,licial First Class Magistrate, Shadnagar. Tlr e said case is registered
against accused No.l tbr the offences under Sections 420, 406,,323, 506 and 498-4 of the
Indian Penal (lode (f rrr short, "IPC") and Sections 3 and 4 of the Dowry Prohibition Act
(for short. "the Act'), nnd against the accused Nos.2 and 3 for thc offences under
Section -198-4 of the iP(t antl Sections 3 and 4 of the O"*.r-

Ileard fots. ( r:eta I-uthra, learned Senior Counsel ap rearing tilr Sr"i Yirn*l
Varma \zasi trleti<I1o l*arncd counsel for the petitioners; Sri Nikhil (lhrainain, learncrl
counscl appearing lir:' Sri I,,. Sutlhanshu Rao, learned counsel fr r the n:spontle nt Nri.2;
and Sri N[. Ramach: trdra Reddy, learned Additional Public I)r'osccutor for the Stage"

Perused the matci'ial ar':rilable on record.

l-,earned Senir r' (lounsel for the petitioners submits that the petitioners have nn
connection with the:rlleged offences. It is contended that the per.itioner-accused No.l is
the hushand ol'the rurpiirrdent No"2, rvhile petitioners-accused Nos.2 anrl 3 ure his agt'd
parents, agetl aboul l,:i:rnd 67 y'e*rs respectivcl,v. It is further suhmitted that aftcr the
marriage, thc petitir ncr'-accused No.l nnd the rcspondent No.2 uenl to tlre frniteri
Statcs ol',\nrr:r'ira ;rr rl that all the erllegecl incidents occurretl thcre. 'l-lre petiti{)nu"s-
accusecl Nos.Z anti .- arc Oerrnancnt residents of Delhi antl reru'rcsitlcd with thc
pctitioncrs-atcused l\ c"l altd thc respontlent No.2, nor did thc'r havc ilnr rrile in f hc
alltgctl lnul.rimonial li:igiutrls. It is also suhmitted that thcrc is nri nretlir:r! nirlcncr 1,;

suhstanti:ltc thr-'allr',ration of phvsical assault against the rr:spuntlcnt:-o.2. i'lir
allegations lcrtllerl ilrainst the petitioners-accused Nos.l to 3 : rc firlsr:. lr:rsr-'ltss, ur;rl



yexatious. There are no essential ingredients either in the complaint or in the charge
sheet to constitute the alleged offcnces against the petitioners-accused Nos.l to 3. In thc
absence of any specific or oveit acts attributed to the petitioners, learned Senior
Counsel prays for stay of all llrther proceedings against them.

At this stage, learned counsel appearing for respondent No.2 submits that he has
no objection to grant of stay of proceedings insofar as the petitioners-accused Nos.2 and
3 are concerned, but opposes the grant of stay in respect of the petitioner-accused No.1.

--.
In reply, learned Senior Counsel appearing for the petitioners submits that the

petitioners-accused Nos.2 and 3 are suffering from serious ailments, namely brain
tumor and Parkinsonos disease, and are in a critical condition, and that the petitioner-
accused No.l is requirecl to take c:rre of them.

On the other hand, learned Additional Public Prosecutor for the State, as well as

the Iearned counsel for respondent No.2, submit that there are specific and prima facie
allegations against the petitioners and, therefore, pray for dismissal of the Interlocutory
Applications.

Having regard to the tacts and circumstances of the case, and upon consideration
of the submissions advanced on behalf of both sides, this Court is of the considered view
that the matters requires detailed examination. /-

In the said circumstances, there shall be stay of all further proceedings against
the petitioners-accused Nos.l to 3 in C.C.No.570 of 2023 on the file of the learned
Principal Judicial First Class Magistrate, Shadnagar, pending Criminal Petition.
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'l'he Principal .lurlicial l'irst ('lass N,lagistrate at Shaclnagar. r'''-
'fhe Station I Iouse Otlicer. Nurtcligama Police Station, Cyberabad District
one CC to Sri VIMAL VARMA VASI REDDY. Advocate IOPUC]
l-wo CCs to PUilt,l(l PROSECUI-OR. High Court at lJyderabad [OLIT]
Onc spare copv



TIIGTI COURT

JS, J

DATED:21.01 "2026
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t 1 irllORDER

IA. No. 2 of 2lt24IN CRLP. NO: 5902 OF 2 A21
AND
IA. No. 2 of 21t24 lN CRLP. NO: 5903 OF 2 02,{
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