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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

MONDAY, THE SIXTEENTH DAY OF MARCH
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE J SREENIVAS RAO

CRIMINAL PETITION NO: 17243 OF 2025

BETWEEN:

1. Dopara Venkatesh, S/o. Late Dopara Satish, aged about 30 Years, Occ: Pvt
Employee, Rlo. 6-127, Beside Veerabadra Kirana Store, Bala Saraswathi
Nagar, Old Malkajgiri, Telangana (Husband of the Defacto Complainant) .

2. Dopaa Anuradha, Wo. Late Dopara Satish, aged about 52 Years, Occ:
Housewife, Rlo. 6-127, Beside Veerabadra Kirana Store, Bala Saraswathi
Nagar, Old Malkajgiri, Telangana (Mother in Law of the Defacto Complainant).

3. Dopara Sai Nagaraj, S/o. Late Dopara Satish, aged about 27 Years, Occ:
Employee, Rlo. 6-127, Beside Veerabadra Kirana Store, Bala Saraswathi
Nagar, Old Malkajgiri, Telangana. (Brother-in-Law of the Defacto
Complainant).

4. Dopara Laxmi Narayana, S/o. Late Dopara Satish, aged about 32 Years, Occ:
Pvt. Job, Rio. H. No. 9-166, near Progressive library, Malkajgiri,
Secunderabad, Telangana- 47. (Brother-in-Law of the Defacto Complainant).

5. Dopara Geetha Bhavani, Dio. Late. Dopara Satish, Wo. Sai Kalyan, aged
about 26 Years, Occ. Pvt. Job, R/o. lt/oosapet, Hyderabad. (Sister-in-Law of
the Defacto Complainant).

...Petitioners/Accused No. 'l to 5
AND

1. The State of Telangana, through WPS. Begumpet, North Zone,
Secunderabad, Rep. by its Public Prosecutor, High Court for the State of
Telangana.

2. Smt- Karaka Annapurna, W/o. Dopara Venkatesh, aged about 30 Years, Occ:
Pvt Employee, R/o. Flat No. 402,4th floor, Block- A, RK Towers, Begumpet,
Secunderabad.

... Respondents/Defacto-Complainant

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 proceedings against the Petitioners/ Accused No -l to 5 in C.C. No.
787312022 on the file of XV Additional Chief Metropolitan Magistrate at Hyderabad
City



LA. NO: 'l OF 2025

Petition under Sectron 528 of BNSS praying that in the circr rstances stated in the
Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Cc r rt may be pleased to
Stay all Further Proceedings including dispense of the persr tal appearance of the
Petitioners / Accused No. 1 to 5 in C C. No.787312022 on lt e file of XV Additional
Chief Metropolitan Magistrate at Hyderabad city.

This Petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Mr: rorandum of Grounds
of Crimrnal Petition and upon hearing the arguments of I ri B. Kumar Swamy,
Advocate for the Petitioners and Sri Jithender Rao Veeram; la, learned Additional
Public Prosecutor on behalf of the Respondent No.1 and rf Ms.S_ Kiranmayee,
Advocate for the Respondent No.2.

The Court made the following: ORDER



IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
A'T HYDERABAD

THE HONOURABLE Szu JUSTICE J.SREENIVAS RAO

CRIMINAL PETITION No.17243 of 2025

Date:16.03.2026

Dopara Venkatesh and four others
..Petitioners

AND

The State of Telangana,
Through WPS. Begumpet,
North Zone, Secunderabad,
Rep. by its Pubtic Prosecutor,
High Court for the State of
Telangana, and another

.Respondents

ORDER

This Criminal Petition has been filed by the petitioners/accused

Nos.l to 5, seeking to quash the proceedings in C.C.No.7873 of 2022

on the file of the leamed XV Additional Chief Metropolitan

Magistrate at Hyderabad City

2 Heard Mr.B.Kumar Swamy, learned counsel for the petitioners,

Mr.Jithendq Rao Veeramalla, leamed Additional Public Prosecutor
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for respondent No.l and Ms.S.Kiranmayee, lear red counsel lor

respondcnt No.2.

3. Upon perusal ol' the record, it reveals t lat the lcarned

Magistrate, without recording satisfaction, withou assigning any

reasons, and u,ithout applying his mind has taken ct lnizance against

the petitioncrs on 25. 10.2022 by using rubber st irnp and issucd

sum lllo n s lrven according to the parties, the mattt:r belitre the trial

Court has not yct ripened for trial and it is at the sta.t . of examination

of'accuscd.

4. In view of the principle laid down by the Hon'l Supreme Courr

in Sunil Bharuti Minal v. Central Bureau of Invett'gationt, GHCL

Employees Stock Option Trust v. India Infoline t-imitet, Chief

Enfrtrcemnet O.fficer v. Videocon Internationai Limited3, and

Fakhruddin Ahmud v. State of []ttaranchal at;t anothera, the

cognizance order passed by the leamed Magistrate : ,tonrrary to thc

law settled principles of Iaw and is liable to be set asi,l :.
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5. During the course of hearing, learned counsel for respondent

No.2 relied upon the principle laid down by the Hon'bte Apex Court

in Pramila Devi and others v. The State of Jharkhand and anothers,

wherein it was held that a cognizance order passed by the leamed

Magistrate cannot be set aside on the ground that the learned

Magistratc has taken cognizance and issued summons after applying

his mind, and specific reasons are not required to be recorded at the

stage ol taking cognizance.

6. The principle relied upon by respondent No.2 is not applicable

to the facts and circumstances of the present case. On the other hand,

the Hon'ble Apex Court in Pramila Devi (supra) held that specific

reasons are not required to be recorded at the stage of taking

cognizance. However, the Hon'ble Apex Court further held that while

taking cognizance, the leamed Magistrate must record his satislaction

and assign reasons. In the sase on hand, as stated supra, the leamed

Magistrate has taken cognizance by using a rubber-stamp order

without recording any satislaction and without assigning any reasons,

rvhich clearly reveals non-application of mind.
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7. For the lbregoing reasons, the impugned do ket order dated

25.10.2025 passcd by the learned XV Additional Ct ref Metropolitan

Magistrate at Ilyderabad City in C.C.No.7873 of 2(r. 2 is liable to be

set asidc. Accordingly set aside. However, this order vill not pneclude

the learned Magistrate tiom taking cognrzance ar r passing orders

afresh in accordancc with [aw, by giving reasons.

8. Accordingly, the criminal petition is disposed,t

Pending misccllaneous applications, if any, shtr stand closed

SEI/ K.BHAVANI SWAMY
ASi iISTANT REGISTRAR

//TRUE COPY//

To
SECTION OFFICER

1 Il" IV Additionat Chref Metropotitan Magistrate At Hy< erabad City.
2. Ihe Station House Officer, Women police Station Begr- npet, Hyderabad.
3. Two ccs to the Pubric prosecutor, High court of i: angana'at Hyderabad

lourl
4. One CC to Sri B Kumar Swamy, Advocate tOpUCI5. One CC to Ms S Kiranmayee, Advocate tOpUCl6 Two CD Copies
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HIGH COURT

DATED: 1610312026
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ORDER

CRLP.No.17243 ot 2025

DISPOSING THE CRIMINAL PETITION
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