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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

TUESDAY, THE SEVENTH DAY OF JULY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE J SREENIVAS RAO

GRIMINAL PETITION NO: 10447 OF 2026

Between:

Chithavaduta Rukmangada Babu, S/o Late Chithavaduta Narayana Swamy, Age.
66 years, Occ. Retired Employee, Rio. H.No.3-18-'173, Pragathinagar,
Ramanthapur, Uppal Mandal, Medchal-Malkajgiri District, Telangana 50001 3.

...Petitioner/Sole Accused
AND

1. The State of Telangana, Represented by its Public Prosecutor, High Court at
Hyderabad,

2. C. Aruna kumari, Wo Sri Patel Vijay Hindhu, Age. 45 Years, Occ. House
Wife, R/o H.No.2-2-107416i403, Siri Kodanda Rama Nilayam, Beside Sri
Rama Temple, 6 Number Circle, Amberpet, Hyderabad -500013.

...RESPONDENT/COMPLAINANTS

Petition under Section 528 of BNSS praying that in the circumstances stated in the
Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may be pleased to
quash the docket order dated 27.04.2026 in STC (Nl) No. 637 of 2026 on the file of
X Judicial Magistrate of First Class Cum X Metropolitan Magistrate, Manoranjan
Complex, Nampally, Hyderabad.

l.A. NO: 2 OF 2026

Petition under Section 528 of BNSS praying that in the circumstances stated in the
Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may be pleased to
suspend the docket order dated 27.04,2026 in STC (Nl) No. 637 ol 2026 on the file
of X Judicial Magistrate of First Class Cum X Metropolitan Magistrate, Manoranjan
Complex, Nampally, Hyderabad.

This Petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Memorandum of Grounds
of Criminal Petition and upon hearing the arguments of Sri Sahithi Sri Kavya
Mukkera, Advocate for the Petitioner and Sri Jithender Rao Veeramalla, learned
Additional Public Prosecutor on behalf of the Respondent No.1 .

The Court made the following: ORDER



HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT
HYDERABAI)

THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE J.SREENTVAS RAO

CRIMINAL PETITION No.1O447 of 2o26

Date: 07.O7.2026

Between:

Chithavaduta Rukmangada Babu

Petitroner / Accused

AND

The State of Telangana and another
Respondents

ORDER:

This Criminal Petition has been hled under Section 528 of

the Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita (for short tsNSSJ

aggrieved by the docket order dated 27.04.2026, r.vherein, the

learned X Judicial Magistrate of First Class, Manoranjan

Complex, Nampally, at Hyderabad (for short 'the' trial Court')

directed the petitioner to furnish Rs.35,000/- rvilh one surety

on the next date of hearing i.e., on 15.05.2026.

2. Heard Ms. Sahithi Sri Kalya Mukkera, learned counsel

for the petitioner/accused and Mr. Jitendar Rac Veeramalla,

learned Additional Public Prosecutor appearing for the

respondent No.1-State. Notice in respect of respondent No.2 is

dispensed with,on the ground that petitioner is no1 seeking any
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reiief against respondent No.2 and she is arrayed as proforma

party.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that the

petitioner is the sole accused in STC.NI.No.637 of 2026 for the

offense punishable under Sections 138 to 142 of the Negotiable

Instruments Act, 188 1 . On 27 .O4 .2026, oo behalf of the

petitioner, his counsel .Iiled memo or appearance and also filed

application under Section 317 of the Cr.P.C., and the trial Court

while allowing the said application, directed the petitioner to

furnish one surety for a sum of Rs.35,000/- and the same is

contrary to 1aw, on the ground that nature of the case is

summons cases and the question of furnishing surety amount

does not arise. Hence the impugned docket order dated

27.O4.2026 in S.T.C.NI.No.637 of 2026 passed by the learned

trial Court is Iiable to be set aside.

4. Learned Additional Public Prosecutor fairly submitted

that the learned Magistrate ought to have directed the petitioner

to submit personal bond instead of directing him to furnish

surety.

5. Having considered the rival submissions made by the

respective parties and after perusal of the record, it reveals that

respondent No.2 has frled complaint invoking the provisions of
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Section 19O of the Cr.P.C against the petitroner for the offence

under Sections 138 to 142 of lhc N.l.Act and altcr receiving

summons, on behalf ol the petitioncr, his counsel filed memo oi

appearance along u'iLh application under Scction 317 oi th<:

Cr.P.C. The learncd rrial Court rvhilc allou.ing the said

application ought to have directed thc pctitioner o execute a

personal bond, on the other hand, directed the iretitioner to

iurnish one surety for a sum of Rs.35,O0O/- for a like sum and

the same is contrary to law, especially the nature c[ cases filed

by respondent No.2 / complainan r is summon case.

6. lt is relevant to mc.nlion tha( in Subhash Atma.ram

Shanna 7s Stcte of Maharashtral. rhe Fligh Courr of

Bombay Iaid down the principlt_- tllar in prosecurions under

Section 138 of ttre Negotiablc Instruments Act, the (lxecution

of a suretl' bond is not invariably required, and that where

the accused consistently attends the proceedings, their

presence can be adequately secured by a personal bond, u,ith

a surretl. bond being u,arrantc.d onlv u,hen thc re is a

demonstratcd tcltdcnc\, to rcm:lin abscnL q,iLhout rr:lsonablc:

CAUSC
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7. It is also relevant to mention that in Kamakshi Forex

Pvt. Ltd. & Ors. v. Lorencio Rebello (Criminal Writ Petition

No.11 of 2023 dated 28.02.2023), the High court of Bombay

has reiterated that the Magistrate must not insist on sure[r

when the accused has becn regularly present and no risk of

absconding is shou'n.

8. 'l'akrng inlo consideralion thc facts ol thr: casc, as u'ell as

the principle laid down in thc abovc said judgment, this court is

ol the considered view that, the impugned docket order dated

27.04.2026 in S.T.C.NI.No.637 of 2026 passed by the learned

trial Court is contrary to law and Lhe same is liable to be

quashed.

9. Accordingly, the dockct order dated 27 .O4.2026 in

S.'l'.C.NI. No.637 of 2026 passed by lhe learned X Judicial

Magistrate of First Class, Manoranjan Complex, Nampalll', at

Hyderabad, is hereby quashed, subject to the condition that the

petitioner is directed to execute personal bond for a sum of

Rs.50,000/- to the satisfaction of the learned X Judicial

Magistrate of First Class, Manoranjan Complex, Nampally, at

Hyderabad, within a period of one (O 1) 
"r'eek 

from the date of

receipt of copy of this order
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1O. With the above direction, the Criminal Petition is disposed

of.

Miscellaneous petitions, pending if any, shall stand

closed

//TRUE COPY//

SD/. P PONNA KRISHNA,
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

SECTION OFFICER

i\
To,

1 The X Judicial Magistrate of First class cum X Metropolitan Magistrate,
Manoranjan Complex, Nampally, Hyderabad

2. The Station House Officer, Narayanaguda police Station, Himayathnagar,
Hyderabad.

3. Two CCs to the Public Prosecutor, Hlgh Court of Telangana at Hyderabad
louTl

4. One CC to Sri Sahithi Sri Kavya Mukkera, Advocate tOpUCl5. Two CD Copies

GNK



HIGH COURT

DATED: 07t07t2026

ORDER

CRLP.No.10447 of2026

DISPOSING THE CRIMINAL PETITION

:\
trl\

lrl
oili'/
,/

o
"ss

$3
.,

4c lH r'

4,\
$(
ra\

(sl
xC


