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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

TUESDAY, THE TWENTY FOURTH DAY OF MARCH
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

PRESENT

THE HON'BLE SMT. JUSTICE RENUKA YARA

Tr.C.M.P.No. 4OB OF 2024

Between:
Koppusetty Keerthi, Wo Valluri Sai Ram, D/o K. Srlnivas, aged 24 years, Occ.
You Tuber, R/o H.No.1-1-4, Premi Digital Studio, Main Hospital area,
Kothagudem Bhadradri Kothagudem District, Telaogana - 507101

...Petitioner/s
ANO

Valluri Sai Ram, S/o Valluri Sambasiva Rao, aged 30 years, Occ: Pvt
Employee, R/o H.No.'10-80, Srinivasnagar Colony, Sunday Market,
Ramachandrapuram Mandal, Now residing at Plot No. 87, Flat203, Sri
vigneshwara, Sangareddy District-502032

...RespondenUs

Petition under Section 24 of the C.P C. praying that in the circumstances stated
in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased to transfer the H.M.O.P
No. 139 of 2024 pending on the flle of Hon'ble Prl Senior Civil Judge, Sangareddy
district to Hon'ble Senior Civil Judge, Bhadradri Kothagudem district.

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in the
affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay all
further proceedings in H.M.O.P No.139 of 2024 pending on the file of Hon'ble Prl
Senior Civil Judge, Sangareddy district in the interest of justice, pending disposal of
this transfer petition.

Counsel for the Petitioner: Sri G. Ravi Chandrasekhar

Counsel for the Respondent: Sri Kasireddy Mohan Chandra Has

The Court made the following: ORDER
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/ IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT
HYDERABAD

-tIIE HONOTIRABLE SMT. JUSTICE RENUKA YAII.A

Tr.C.M.P.No. 408 of 2024

THE,}4TH DAY OF MARCH.2026

Bctu ern:

Koppusettv Keerthi
. . . I)ctitioncr

AND

\/alluri Sai Ram
.., Rcspondcnt

oRt)Ert

I his pctition is filed under Section 24 of CPC by the pctitioncr-t il'e

sc,-:l..in:L tlenst'er of l{.M.O.P.No.l39 of 2024 ltled br tlrc rcsponclent-

hrr:lrrurtl l-rcfirrc the Principal Senior Civil Judge, Sangarcddr, I)istrict. to bc

u itlrtlrrrrr n and transferred to the file of the Senior Ci",il .luclsc. llhadrilciri-

K ot Ir aqtrclett.r I)istrict.

lleard Sri G. Ravi Chandrasekhar. learned counscl lirr thc

Peliti()ncr rrntl Sri Kasireddy Mohan Cl-randra Has. learnctl counsel lbl thc

rcsponrlent. Pcruscd the entire record.

I he petitioner-wife and the respor-rdent-husl-rarxl rr cre rrrarriccl on

I 7.I l.l0l I at Ilhadradri Kothagudem, as per Hindu ritcs and cust()nls.
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Thereafter, due to physical and rnental harassrnent, the petitioner lodged a

complaint against the respondent in Kothaguderr I Town P.S vide Crime

No.55 of 2023 under Section 498-,4. of IPC and Section i and 4 of Dowry

Prohibition Act. The said matter was compronrised subsecluently. Honever,

the respondent again started harassing the pctitioner and therelbre, the

petitioner again lodged a complaint against the respondent under Sectioll

498-4 of IPC and Section 3 and 4 of Dou,rv l)rohibition Act in FIR No. ll4

of 2024 and currently, a charge sheet has bccrr tilcd against the respondent

as C.C.No.120l of 2024. The petitioner also llled a maintenance case

against the respondent under Section l4-l ol' UNSS Act for grant of

respondent and fears for her life and lirnh. I'hc parcnts ()l' the petitioner

made attempt to settle the issue belorc the cldcrs. lrut thc sarne did not

materialize due to the adamant attitude ol'tlre respondent and his parents

The petitioner pleaded that the respondcnt is lrarassing hcr fbr additional

dowry on one hand and on the other hand. has llled I I.i\4.O.1'.No. li9 of

2024. The petitioner pleaded that she has rro indcpencitrrt sourcc ol'incorne

and does not have sheltel with tlic resporrtlcrrt at-rarrdoninq hcl and

therefore, living with her parents in Kothacudern. I'hc respondent and liis

larnily are furious with the petitiorrcr lirr krclqing crirninal cornplerint

2
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maintenance. The petitioner claims to be undcr constant threat tiorr the
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against the respondent and his family members and therefore, there is threat

to life and the petitioner cannot travel to Sangareddy forievery hearing and

therelbre sought tlansfler.

l hc res;.rondent-husband filed counter affidavit, denying the

allegations rnade 1,1, the petitioner about harassing her with a demand lor

additional ciorr rr'. f he respondent claims that the petitioner is not interested

in doing. houschold r.r,ork, but spends most of her time doing rce-ls and

posting therrr orr Instagram and YouTube. Further, the respondent plcaded

that the petitionc'r is used to leading a lavish life and demanded huge

rnon!'\ ll'()nl thc rcspondent. The allegations about demand lor dori rr arrd

Irar-ussrne rrt lrc talsc. fhc respondent pleaded that the petitioner is uorkirrg

in llr clclahutl rrncl shc is using the two wheeler belonging to the responclcnt

rtnti tlrtt c ilrc nlan\ Pcnding challans. The petitioner is studying irr .lN-l t,

('ollcsc irr I inc .\r1s and Design and also working as life advisor in Kotak

[)rcrnicr Ilerrk at I hdcrabad. Only to harass the respondent, the petitiorrcr is

cluirnirrc thrt rlrc i: urrable to travel 340 kilometres distancc hctri ccrr

Sarrsurcdth rrncl llhadradri Kottakudam. The respondent pleadctl that lrc

has oltl ar:ctl prlrcnts and has to look after their health. The rcspondent also

clairnc.rl that lrr' is tircine threat from the family members ol thc pcritioncr

3

I
I
;
:

:

2026:TSHC:9154



RY.J
TT.CMP 408 2024

5

and therefore, cannot travel to Kothagudem. The respondent filed Rank

Card showing that the petitioner 1S studying BFA (Photography) at

.lau,aharlal Nehru Architecture and Fine Arts Universitl,. Ilyderabad and a

copy of policy showing that the petitioner is working as a life advisor in

Kotak Mahindra Bank in a branch located at Himal atnagar, I Ivdcrabad

Furlhcr, the respondent hled list of traffic challans showing that the

l)elitioner has violated traffic rules during the interinr betu'een June. 2024

to Se lrternber, 2025 while riding on a Scooty in Hyderabacl

The leamed counsel for petitioner argued that the petitionel is a

houschold lady with no source of income and that shc is rcsiding ri ith hcr

parcnts at Kothagudem. However, the cause title shos s that the petitioner

is rrorking as a YouTuber in Bhadradri Kothagudenr. J-hc lcanrcd courrscl

lirr pctitioner argued that it is very difficutt for thc pctitiorlcr to trir\ cl ll'(irn

l]hetlradri Kothagudem District to Sangareddl' on c\ cr'\ dltc ot'lrcarinq to

tlctcnd the HMOP. Further, the respondent is in anv case traveling to

l0l-l and the uraintenance cases which are pending bclirrc the I Additional

.l[]('N4, Kothagudem.

4

llhadradri Kothagudem to attend to the crirninal case in ('.C.No. I l0 I ol'
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6 'fhe learnerl counsel tbr the respondent argued that the petitioner

has approachcd this court with unclean hands about living in Bhadradri

Kothagudem, rvhen actually she is living in Hyderabad while working as a

liG advisor in Kottrk Mahindra Bank. To demonstrate the same, the

learncd counsel lirr respondent filed list of traffic challans against the

petitioner hcrein and Rank Card showing that the petitioner is studying

BFA (Photographl ) in .lNT[ ]. F'ufther, it is argued that the parents of the

resporrdent are old lged antl they need constant care and therefbre. tlre

respondent cannot bc compelled to travel to Bhadradri Kothagudem

Fuflhcr. accortlirrg to the rcspondent, there is life threat to him h'om the

petitionc'r ancl hcr rclatir cs in case he travels to Bhadradri-Kothagudem.

-l lrcrc is tiling of a criminal complaint and maintenance case bv

thc pc-titioncl rrarr\t tllr rcspondent in Bhadradri Kothagudem, lbllowccl

b), th,,' rcspontlcrrt lilirrg thc t IlllOP seeking dissolution of nrarriage. In anl

transler petitiorr irii olr rns nratrirnonial matters, normally, the convenience

ol'thc ri ile rr,rrrltl lrc corrsitlcred lriven the social and financial constraints

In the instarrt cri:t. rhc petitioncr is claiming to be a person with no source

o1- irrconre ancl lir ing ri ith hcr parents in Bhadradri Kothagudem whcrcas

thc- docurncntar-r cr itlcncc tilcd b1,the respondent shows contrary scenario.

7

5

/i

I

2026:TSHC:9154



RY..I
TT.CMP 408 2024

3

wherein, the petitioner is studying at JNTU and is also working as a life

advisor at Kotak Mahindra Bank. In spite of filing these documcnts, there

rvas no reply filed by the petitioner to clarifr the stand taken by her about

living rvith her parents in Bhadradri Kothagudem. When the petitioner is

u,orking as a lil-e advisor, there is no question of not having ir.rconte atrd

also thcre is no denial about studying BFA (Photography) at Jr.',\ [tJ.

'fhc documents produced by the respondent sho*' lhat the

pctitiorrel is Iiving in Hyderabad using the two wheelel belonsring to the

rcsporrderrt. at least up to September,2025 while the HMOP ri'as tlled in

tht'rcur 101.1. Therefore, the pleadings about petitioner living in []hadradri

Kothasucle rn rr ith her parents, as she is not having shelter. are all lnlsc. The

pctiti()ncr approached this court with unclean hands. Any' pcrson rvho

a1.r1rro:rclrcs thc court with unclean hands is not entitled to anl relict' and

thcrctirrc. tlris court does not see anv reason to transfbr the IIMOI'. ljurther.

it is to [',c r)()tcd that a HMOP before a Senior Civil Judse is in thc naturc ol'

a cir il casc *hich does not require presence of tlre pctitioner <ln crerl datc

of hc:rling. 1hc pctitioner can hire a counsel to represent hcr antl prosccute

thc casc hr truvelling to Sangareddy u'hen her evidence is to hc rccordcd.

altcrrtatir clr. sltc can gct the evidence recordcd bel'trre an Advocate

t'l
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Commissioner or through video conf'erencing. Therefore, this Couft does

not see any reas()n to grant tlre relief prayed for, more particularly, when

the petitioner approached the C'ourt ivith unclean hands stating falsehoods.

In the result. the l-ransfi'r Civil Miscellaneous Petition is

dismissed. There shall he no order as to costs.

Pending Miscellaneous Petitions, if any, shall stand closed.

SD/- S.MALLIKARJUNA RAO
SISTANT REGISTRAR

//TRUE COPY//

SECTION OFFICER
To,

The Principal Senior Civil Judge, Sanga
One CC to Sri G. Ravi Chandrasekhar,

reddy
PUCI

One CC to Sri Kasireddy Mohan Chandra Has, Advocate [OPUC]
Two CD Copies
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HIGH COURT

DATED: 2410312026

ORDER

TRCMP.No.408 of 2024

DISMISSING THE TRCMP

It

L) 15 APfl 2026
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