HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA

FRIDAY THE TWENTY NINTII DAY OF APRIL
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO

PMRESENT

THE HONOURAGLE SR JUSTICE K.LAKSHMAN

CRIMINAL PETITION NOs: 1232, 1262, 1264, 1265, 1271, 2582, 2583, 2584, 2585,

2586, 2567, 2588, 2584, 2590, 2591, 2592, 2618, 2619, 2620, 2621, 2623, 2613, 2624, 2625,

2626, 2627 and 2628 of 2022

CRIMINAL PETITION NQs: 1232 of 2022

Boetween:

L Eajini Chaoudary, Do, Gicdhari Lal Choudary, Aged abouat 32 years, Oce,
Buginess, RS0 H Neo E-1/18, COM Vikar Extn, Utkam MNagar, WesL Delh;,
Crethi.

2. Komal Choudary, C/oGiridhar Lal Choudary, Aged about 33 vears, Occ,
Business, [/ o. Plot No, 111, 112, 2nd Floor, Param Puri, lttam Nagar, West

Dethi, Drelhi.
- Pelilioner/Accused Nos 22 & 23
AND

1. The State of Telangana and Anolher, through Cyber Crime Police Station, Rep
by its Public Prosecutor, High Couwrl for the State of Telangana, Hyderabad.

wRespondent

2. Bnjamur Venkata Balaji, S¢a. B Venkanna, Aged about 59 years, Ooc. Pyt
Employee, R/ o, Flat. No, 40, Pristine Creen Homes, Puppalaguda,
Rangareddy District. N

-~ Respondent/De-facto -Co mplainant

Fetitio 2t Dection 482 of CrPC pravi i i
_— on under Section ?«F!_ of CrP.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds af Criminal Petition, the High Court may
wu s - . W ey il et J
E:- pleased to call for the recards and quash the same in the proceedings in FIR
o, 329 :;-E ?’L‘JEII dated 14072021 an the file of Cyber Crime Police station
Cyberabad District is lable to be cqquashed, ) ks

LA, NO: 2 OF 2022

o T g 1o - ~ i
Pefition under Section 482 of Corc praving that in the circumstances
sfale i ' s = T . -y .
fated in the Memorandurm af Crrovnds of Criminal Patirion, the High Coaort may
EL, i



b |.'|ll:-.‘.}.'~'ﬂ1.‘l o stav o all torther prtu':—*:—*:!ingﬁ i FIR:. Mo 320 af 20021 dated
14.07 2021 Cyvber Crime Police station, Cyberabad District

CRIMINAL PETITION NO: 1262 of 2022

1. Rajini Chaoudary, /o Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aged about 32 vears, Cec
Business, Bfo 11 Ko, E-1/18, OM Vihar xtn, Utkam Magar, Wesl 1elhi,
Celhi,

2. Komal Choudary, CfoGiridhar Lal Choudary, Aged about 33 years, Occ.
Business, B oo Plot Moo 111, 112, 2nd Floor, Param Pu, Ulkam Nagar, Wesl
[Jelhi, Delht.

Letittomerf Acoused Nos 22 & 23
AML

1. TheState of Telangana, through Cyber Crime Police Station, Hep by its Public
Prosecutor High Court tor the State of Telangana, Flvderabad.

~Respondent

(]

G, Rajinikanth, 5/ 0. G. ramt Mohana Rao, A wed about 41 yiars, {Choc Py
Emploves, R/ 0. D. Mo.5-1-49, 1331 Office Road, Kukatpally, Cyberabad
Police Listrict, Rangaredn{}-' [Halrict.

.Respondent/De-facto Complainant

Petilion under Section 437/438/439/482 ot CrlC praving tha t in the
circumslances stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petitist, 1-:*
i : - : z he rocords and guash the same u The
High Court may be pleased to call for t . b Sainie ln, b
1:r§cemlmps - FIR. No. 431 of 2021 dated 02/11/2021 on the file of Cyber Crime
a ¥ ; : ! :
{CYB) Police station, Cyberabad District is liable to he quashed.

LA, NQO: 2 OF 2022

; . I O o i i Zaf in thi circumstances
Pelition under Section 482 of CrP.C praying Lhe

stated in the Memorandum of Crounds of Criminal Petition, the High 'f_'.:_;ul'ljl'r:il}{
be !;!Ea-_-:m:l to stay of all further proceedings in EFH?_._ No. -*L_v.. lﬂfﬁ[j];tr-i-? o
02/11/2021 on the file of Cyvber Crime (CYB) Police Station, Cyberabad Lhastrct.

CRIMINAL PETITION NO: 1264 of 2022

years, o

W o Aed aboul 32
al Chondary, A e ERTR

1. Rajpni Chaoudary, D/o. Coirdbatt L ar Exbn, Uttarn Magast,

1 F 1. Y
Business, Rfo Ho MNa. E-1/18, CM

P elho ; i s O 172 »
i i PR i alwul S we ;
3 e Giridhar Lal ChouGary, S50 ol Py
i tht'}%fd{?klaﬁrﬂ;]- 1?1 112, 2nd Floor, Param Purt, Uitam Magart.
Business, sy 0. LW ‘ :

Dedhi, Crelhi

s

__.PuLiHnncif.-iccusrd Nos 22 &£23



AND

1. The State of Telangana and another, Hhrough Duniigai Police Station, Rep by
s Public Prosecutor, [High Court for the Stake of Telangana, [ [vderabad.

......... Respondent

|

Behara Shanmubkch Rag, 5/0. Behara Trinadh, Aged aboul 27 vears, Oce,
ofthers, ISo. H, No 6-98, Quthl:uﬂapur, Privanka Nagar, Cyberabad Police
Dhistrict, H'r':ngar-;eddy [Hakriet,

-.Respondenl/De-facto Complainant

Petition under Section 482 of CrI'C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court rmay
be pleased to call for the records and quash the same in the proceedings in FIR.
No. 660 of 2021 dated 12.07.2021 on the file of Dundigal Police station, Cyberabad
Districl is liable o be quashed.

LA NC: 2 OF 2022

Petition under Section 482 of CeP.C praying that in the circumstances
staled in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may
be pleased to stay of all further procecdings in FIR. No.o 660 of 2021 dated
12.07.2021 on the file of on the file of Dundigai Police slation, Cyberabad [District.

CRIMINAL PETTTION NO: 1265 of 2022

[. Rajini Chaoudary, D/o. Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aged about 32 vears, Occ.
Business, Rfo H, No. E-1/18, CM Vihar Extn, Uttam Napar, West Delhi,
Delhi.

2. Komal Choudary, C/oGiridhar Lal Choudary, Aged aboul 33 years, Occ.
Business, Rfo. Flot No. 111, 112, 2nd Floor, Param Purd, Uttam Nagar, West
Dethi, Delhi.

~LPelilionerfAccused Nos 22 & 23
AND

1. The State of Telanganas and another, throwph Gachibowli Police Station, Rep
by its Public Proseoutor, High Courl for the State of Telanpana, Hyderabad

c--Respondent

2, ].:-[_'I[.'-'.'-J:Ifl EBhadra r"-.E'dl.'l}", F;f:.«. Eati Hi'-:il..i_'g-’ _-I“ILE:II_"'LI Al 31 vears, Do EUS-EJ‘-:E'!:'H.
[/ o, Silver Sands bMens P{’:,Eht‘:rli::gmﬂ;'-dlh-', Balaji Kesidency, Cylberalad
Police District, R:u‘q;.:tr:::id],' Liistrict

wespondent/e-facto Camplainant



Petition under Section 482 of Cr PO praving that in the circamstances
slaled in the Memorandom of Grounds of Criminal Pekition, the Thglh Court may
be pleased to call for the records and quash the same in the proceedings in FILK.
Mo, S of 2021 dated 19007/2021 on the fle of Gachibowh Police stanon,
Cyberabad District is Llinble to be guashed.

LA, NO: 2 OF 2022

Petition under Seclion 482 of Cr. 1. praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Couwrl may
be pleased to skay of all further proceedings in FIR. No. 205 of 2021 daled
19072021 vn the file of Gachibowli Police station, Cyberabad District.

CRIMINAL PETITION NCk 1271 of 2022

1. Rajini Chacudary, /o, Girdhari Lal Chaowrdary, Aged aboot 32 years, Oce,
Business, Rfo H. Mo, BE-1/18, CM Vihar Extn, Uttam Nagar, West Delli,
Drelhi

2. Komal Choudary, C/o.Giridhar Lal Choudary, Aped about 33 years, Occ
Business, B/ o, Plat MNao. 111, 112, 2nd Floor, Param Puri, Uttam Mﬂgﬂ:, Wesi
[3:Hui, Delhr.

PetitionerfAccused Moz 22 & 23
AND

1. The State of Telangana and Another, Through Mailardevpalli Police Station,
Rep by its Public Prosecutor, High Court for the State of Telangana,
Hvderabad.

......... Respondent

2. Puri Gopal, 5/ 0. Laxminarayana, Aged about 41 years, Occ. Business, Rio.
Sriramnagar, Rajenderanagar, Mailardevpally, Cyberabad Police District,
Rangareddy Dhstrict

RespondentDie-lucto Complainant

Petition under Section 482 of CrP.C praying that in lhe circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the [Tigh Courl may
be pleased to call tor the records and quash the same in the proceedings in FIER.

No. 959 of 200 dated 05/10/2021 on the file of Mailardevpally Police. stalion,
Cyberabact District is liable to be quashd and pass

LA, NC: 2 OF 2022

. praying that in the circumslances

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C : Y
otition, the High Court may

stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal I



further proceadings in FLS Mo 99 of 2031 dated

b pleased oo slay of " all _
dt—";"‘-"--':l-l"u' ]1-;1‘| 1= Slaliosts, ':..::.L-'I_'l':_'l :-1|_-|.:';|'; I I:'l".'\-hl'.l.

N3/ 107 2021 on e Hile ol naliar
Tls Petition coming on for hearing, upon prrusing the femorandune ot
Cranmids of Criminal Petition and upon hearing the argaments ol Sri Ol Venkat

[Fapaan, Advocate for the Penfioners and the Public Prosccusor (T4 on berhalfoof

the Respondent Mol and none appeaved [ar the Respandent N2

CTRLMINAL PETLETON Nos: 2582, 7543, 2584, 2585, 2586, 2557 75RA, 25849, 23490,
2541, 2542, 2618, 26149, 2620, 261, 2622, 2623, 2624, 2625, 2626, 2627, 2625 of 2022

Criminal Petition No: 2582 of 2022

Betwreen:

1. Deepak Choudary 5/0 Cirdhar Lal Choudary, Aped 27 years, (loe. Private
En'l[:llﬁ}'et', /o 18, Ome Vihar, Bamangar Foad, Brindadapuor, Littham
MNagar, MNew Delhi.

vishal Komar @ Vishal Chouha, 570 Rahul Eumar, Aped 27 Occ. Private

Linplavee, R/o Narsing Aparlment, T-5, 4th Floor, Fiat Mo 7. Vaml Vihar,

Uttam MNagar, MNew Delhi,

1. Erishina KEumar Gulia, Sio Asad Singh Gutiz, Mmed 3G vears, Do, Privaky
Empleyee, Rfo R-Z43, MNarendra Enciave, Nagloi Road, Najainagar, New
Medhi.

4 ¥aran Eumar, S/o Lale, S Satish Kumar, .-"-.i._;v.-l:l 21 years, Do, Private
Ermployes, Rfo Flat No. 253, 3rd Floor, Armbaroi, Sector- 1Y, Devaraka, New
Dethi.

3. onraw F_:'l.l.-;jfl'.l.'-lﬂ_.. 5/o Sunderlal, Aged 21 vears, Cxce. Privale Empioyee, E/o
Flat Mo 253, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, B4 Dechakaula, Majalphar Read, New
Delhi,

& Akash Sharma, S/0 Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 years, Oee. Privake Lmployee,
kA0 1WA-65, M-Block, Dharampura, MNajadehar Road, Seuth Waesl Dethi, Mow
Delhs. '

/0 Dhanasjay  Kundania, S/ Dharam 5Suog, Agod 21 vears, O, Privale
FTT‘-[ﬂﬁ}"EE.. E_I-lr{} a1 s E Block, Mirmal Yibkar, el Mo, He.ja]’qhar Maeloi

% . Lt i
Rosack, Mew Delln.

4. Durgesh Kumar [ha, 5/0 Suma Kumar Tha, Aged 21 jears, Ohee. Privabe

Employes, R0 C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Magar, New Chalhi.

I~

Ashutosh Eumar Jha, 5/0 Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 25 veats, Cre. Privakbs
Employes, Rio (0-55, Vanl Vihar Colony, Uttam Magar, Pl [ralhi.

Wi

0. Aman, 570 Avthar Singh, Aged 24 vears, Occ. Private Trnployes, Ri0 75-A,
Chandan Place, Rama Fnclave, Jharde Road, Majadghar, New Lelhi

i i Ia_LunEIL[ Kapoor, 5 ¢ o Sunil Kapuor, A god aboul 20 voars, Croc. Drivake
Froptovers, R o H. Mo, D-23, Kiran Carden, Ustham Magra, Now Delhi



12 H:-L'JE @llmrr, Gip MNiranjan Fumar, Mgl 25 Voars, Coc, Privale Erplovee, T
H-34, |+1ru'..=,'=1ran||.'-ark, Mear Navais Mro Statian, Brindanur, Littharn s -:-;1.-'
Mo Dielhi i

13 ft:-:lhui .-'_*éa_gual,. f0 Rakesh nagpal, Aged 25 vaars, Ciee Private Fmiployes,
Rio B Om Vilag Stharm Nagar, Brindapur, New Doli: )

14 anum__h-rl _:’{limelr, B40 Ramesh Kumar, Aped 20 vears, Qe Private Fmplaves
R/o E-118, Gallf Wo. 3 Oy Vihar, Uttham Nagar, New Deihi TN e

153, Deizpi, _"v!;-:m-:-m.i,_ 240 Laxmi Chandas Manvani Aspd 24 viears, Ooe, Privaje
Lmployes, Rio NK Uniform Shap, Hasthal Road, MNew Dellii

1%, Chethan Magpal, S50 Pawan Kumar, Aped 27 vears, Ooe, Private Employve

Rio H. No. F-29. (m Vihar, Utthar Nagar News Dielhi. Politaricve f 4 o
NoT-9, 42 16 10 31, B hc TERReners Adused

---l-‘:rh'l!iune:;.-".-ﬂu:cused Mos. Tt 9, 12, Th to 27
AND

I The State of Tela nfana and anothers, Represcated by ks Public Progecutor
High Conrt of 1 clangana Mhvough Cyberabad FPolice Station, Cyherabad
District ' ) )

L SriGolapada Chanduy, 5/0 GV Satyanaravana, Aged 28 years, Ooe,
Privale Employer, R/o Plot Na. T1009-8, H. No. 4-32.277/1. Fukatpaliy
Cvberabad

wlespondenty/Defacts Co mplainants

Petition under Section 482 of ¢rpe praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Gropnds of Criminal Petition, the Migh Court may
be pleased o call Bor e recards i FIR Moo 30972021 dated 17.4 2027 registerad at
Jagathgirigutta Police Siation, Cyberabad and quash the same in the interesy of

juslice and pass
LA.NO: 2 OF 2022

Petition under Section 482 of CrP.C praving fhat in the circwmstances
staled in the Memoranduwin of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the Hish Court may
be pleased to grant slay all Turther proceedings in FIR Mo A9/ 2021 dated
13.4. 2021 repistersd at lagathgirigutta Police Station, Cyberabad including arrest,
investigation arid filing of final report in the interest of justice.

Criminal Petition No: 2583 of 2022

24 years, Do, Private

Between: ;
irdhari Lal Choudary PET Rrindadapur, Uhas

oy E}In'l-l."l £ ; Tt
1. Dﬂ?kihc{ﬁ? [# Ome Vihar, Ramany
Employee, B0 b

Magar, New L



iy

11l

11

—

L3

14

Lh.

1.

AND

: : : THI p TR
Vishai Kumar 4@ Vishal Chouha, S Rahul Kamar, Agel 3,,. -:J:-__.I v [i:
Emiployves, Bio f‘h:f:|r:-.i.':f{_rI Apartment; T-5, 4th oo, Flat No. 7, Vani Vikar,
Utkam Nagar, MNew Delhi.
Frishoa Fumar Gulia, Sia Azad ingh Ciudia, A;jp.d 29 vears, .i T [H'-r-ﬂl'..
Employee, Bfo R-743, Narendra Enclave, Magler Road, NMajafoeagar, New
Chedln
Karan Kumar, S5f0 Late. Sri. ‘Satish Kumar, r‘nay:@_{ 21 WeArs, e, Privale
Emplovee, Rfo Flat No. 233, 3rd Floor, Ambarol, Sec bor-19, [Fwaraka, M
el e
Gouray Sharma, 540 Sunderfal, Aged 21 years, Oce, Pri vale Employee, _Q_.-’n
Flae No. 253, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, BSS, Drechakaula, Najafghar Road, New
RN
Akash Sharma, 5/ Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 vears, Oce. Private Employee,
R/o [RF-03, M-Black, J_ZIFm.rampuru, Haiaf;.;har Road, Soutl West Delhi, Mow
Dl e,

Dhananjay Kundania, /o Dharam Ning, Aped 21 vears, e, [*J_':".fratr._1
Emplovee, Bfo 94-A, E Block, Nirmal Vihar, Gali Mo, Majafghar, MNagloi
Road, Mew Delhi,

Duryresh Kumar [ba, 5/0 Suma Kumar Jha, Aped 21 vears, O, Privae
Emploves, K/o C-65 Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Magar, Nes Delhi

Ashulosh Euwmar Jha, S/0 Suma Kumar Tha, Aged 24 vears, QOcc. Privale
Emplovee, Bfo C-65 Vani Vikar Colony, Uttam Magar, Mew Delhi,

Aman, S/ o Avihar Singh, Aped 24 years, Oce, Private Emplovee, B/o 75-A,
Chisncan Place, Rama Fnclave, Tharde Road, Najafghar, New Delhi.

Bunal Kapoar, 5 / o Sunil Kapoor, Aged about 28 vears, (cc, Private
Employee, B0 L No. Cr-23, Kiran Garden, Uttham Maga, New el

Favi Bhatr, S0 Nirunjan Famar, Aged 28 years, Oce, Private ﬁrnj:llf:-':.-':—*e, [2 7
B-34, Mansarampark, Near Navada Mro Station, Brindapur, Uttham Magrar,
Mew Delhi

Fahul Nagpal, S/0 Rakesh nagpal, Aged 25 years, Oce. Privat Einplover,
BioE-8 Om Vihar, Utham Magar, Brindapur, New Dell;

Eajendra Kumar, 5/0 Ramesh Kumar, Aged 20 years, Occ. Private Employes,
B0 E-118, Galli Na 3, Om Vihar, Uttham Magar, New Delhj

Deepu Manvani, $/0 Laxmi Chandu Manvani Aged 24 vears, Oce. Private
Employves, R/ o NK Uniforn Shop, Hasthal Road, New Delhi

Chethan Nagpal, 5/0 Pawan Kumar, Aped 27 years, Oce, Privale Fmpiovee,
Rio H Na, F-29 Om Vihar, Uttham Magar,New Delhi. Petitioners/ Aveysed
No.1-9,12, 16 ta 21,

~PetitionerfAccused Nos. 1 b 912, 16 to 21
The Staie of Telangana and ancthers, Represented by its Public Prosecutar

High Conert of -[L'EHI'I'!;H.I'.'E.! through Cyberabad Palice Station, Cvberalad
Catriet. i



2 Smt Saraswally Dharma rasn W7o NS Sharma vajan.

Patition under Section 482 of Cr.NC praying that in the circumstances. stated
in the Memorandom of Grounds of Cnimanal Pehition, the Fhigh Coort may be
pleased toto call for the records in TR Mo, 127 /72020 dated 27.1.2(F4) regristerod at
Cyber Crimes Police Slation, Cyberabad and cuash the same i the nkerest iif
juskice.

LA, NO: 2 0F 2022

Petition under Seclion 482 of Cr.P.C praving that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the ITigh Court may
be pleased to grant stay of all further proceedings in FIR Mo, 12772020 dated
27.1.2020 registered at Cyber Crimes Police Station, Cyberabad including arrest,
investigation and filing ot final repott, pending disposal of the above Criminal
Petition in the inkerest of justice.

Criminal Petition No: 2584 of 2021

Boebvreen

iz F}eepalq; Choudary %40 Girdhart Lal Choudary, J‘ugmi 27 years, Qe Privale
Employee, R/o E-18 Ome Vihar, Ramangar Road, Brindadapur, Uttham
Nagar; Fats Dielhi

4 Wishal Kumar & Vishal Chouha, 5/ 0 Eahul Kurmar, Aged £I e _T‘ri_vnte
Employee, Rfc Marsing Apartment, ‘% 4th Floor, Flat Mo. ¥, Vani Vihar,
Uttam Nagar, New Delhi.

3 Krishna Kumar Gulia, Sio Azad Singh Guolia, Aged 2% years, Oce. Private
Em]'_;l'lﬁli,.'{_\--:_g R_l.":'u ]-E',.:-'ir'ld_'l._I Rlarendra T-:I'ICEHUE_. Naﬂjﬁi Rﬂ-.'-]ﬁj, Nﬁ]ﬁfrlé]gﬂf, e
Delhi.

' =74 ; ri. Satish K o 1 vears, Qo Private

4 Karan Kumar, 5/o Late. Sri. Salish Kumar, f‘xgt.c!. 21 yCaLs, ke

Emplovee, R/o Flal Mo, 230, Srd Floor, Ambarol, Sector-19, Dwaraka, New

Daihi N

3 > : . 1 years rrivate Employee, Kio

Courav Sharma, 5/0 Sunderlal, Aped 21 years, Oee, | riv 3/ 0

Flat No. 253, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, B8S, Dechakaula, Majafghar Eoad, MNew

Delhi. |

6 Akash Sharma, 5/ ¢ Sanjay Sharma, Aped 23 years, Ooc PTI:.-'ILLE Erng:‘.-ia:{'i-.:r?c.:

- R0 RZ-65, M-Dlock, Dharampura, Majathar Road, South West Dielhi, W
Delhi. _ N

i 21 years, Orc, 1WA
e e e a Dharam SIi0g, f-..gii-.:i_ yRREE. Mgl

7. Dhananjay Rhn?dmﬂf [:Ei;flwk_ N':ym?ll WVitar, Gali malh, Majalphel o
Employee, B/o 93-0, b LHEE
F-DF-Id.- N('!'l.-'\." UI.'I.IPIL

wn

T . Pl
pars, g 1o
s oo pped. 21 years -

6o Suma Kuma ] i, j;.gal'.-w‘-"w racllai.

=tk CDigtarn ™
ar Cotiny, Liem s

curnar jha
purgesh Kumar jii, =0 57
% 1:[1'|.I|'l.:i.u‘.l*-'l_='l':, Wfol-h2 Fani Vil



0 Ashutosh Kumar [ha, 570 Suma Kumar Jha, Arad 24 vears, Oce. Private
Employee, B0 C-65 Van Vihar Colony, Ustam Nagar, New Delli,

101, fona 1. !':;-.-"l:!l -"'Ill'thﬂ.r Hil‘l}ih, .-'":.li.-:l;-_"l;j 2"] j.-'f!-ﬂr.':-. X F':'i_‘.,fﬂ[._" !—"|[1E-"1f3_‘-'1"l3r !':."..'--' _,7:_:._‘-”'I|_l
Chandan Plage, Rama inclave, [hardo Road, Majalphar, Mew Dielhi

1. Kunal Kapoor, 5§ / o Sumnil Kapoor, Aged about 28 vears, (ko [Private
Employee, Rfo H. No. 1D-23, Kiran Garden, Ultham MNaga, New Delhli.

12 Ravi Bhatl, /o Miranjan Kumar, Aged 28 years, Occ. Private Employee; Rfo
B34, Mansarampark, Near Mavada Mro Station, Brindapur, Uttham Nagar,
New Delhi.

13 Rahul Nagpal, 5/0 Rakesh nagpal, Aged 25 years, Oce. Private Emplovee,
Efo E-S, Om Vikhar, Uttham Magar, Brindapur, New Delli.

14 Rajendra Kumar, 5/0 Ramesh Kumar, Aged 20 years, Oce, Private Emploves,
i/ 0 E-T18, Galli Ne.3, Om Vihar, Uttharn Nagar, New Dealhi

L3 Deepu Manvani, 570 Laxmi Chandu Manvani Apced 24 years, Oce, Privale
Emploves. B/ o NE Uniform Shop, Hasthal Read, New Delli,

16, Chethan Nagpal, 5/0 Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 years, Oce, Private Employee,
/o Ho No. F-29, Om Vihar, Uttham MNagar.Mew Delhi. Potitioners/ Accused
Mo 19, T2, 16 to 21,

etitioner/Accused Nos. 1 09, 12, 16 to 21

ANLD
L TheState of Telangana, Represented by iks Public Prosecutor 1Tigh Court o
Felangana threugh Cyberabad Police Station, Cyberabad Districl
2. 8ri. Dasari Vishal Beddy, 570 D, Kashi Reddy, Aged 25 vears, Oce. Private
Employee, [/ o 3-258, Vattinagulapally, Indrareddy Colony, Cyberabad,

~RESPONDENT/COMPLAINANTS

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances
slated in the Memarandum of Grounds of Criminal Pelition, the High Court may
be pleased Lo call for the recoards in FIR No. 200/ 2021 daked 474,/ 2021 registered al
Lachibowli Police Station, Cyberabad and quash the same in the inlerest of justice
and pass

LA, NO:2 00 2022

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memaorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may
be pleased to grant stav all further pmcnr:ciings in FIE ™No. 30072021 datled
/472021 regiisterad al Gachibowli Police Station, Cyberabad including arrest,
wwvestigation and filing of final report in the interest of justice,

Criminal Petition No: 2585 of 2022

Betwien:



Tl

16.

11:

12

15,

14.

16,

AN

Decpak Choudary 540 Cindhart Lal Choudary, Aged 27 years, Oce. Private
Emplovee, R/o E-18, Ome Vihar, Ramangar Road, Brindadapur, UHbam
Nagar, New Delhi.

Vishal Kumar 07 Vishal Chouha, 5/0 Rahul Kumar, Aged 27 Qo Private
Employes, RS0 Narsing Apartment, T-5, 4th Floor, Flat No. 7, Yani Vihar,
LItkarm MNagar, Mew Delhi

Krishna Kumar Gulia, Sie Arad Singh Gulia, Aped 249 years, Oce. Private
Employee, Bfo 122743 Narendra Enclave, MNagloi Road. Najafnagar, New
Dl

Karan Kumar, 5/o Late. Sri. Satish Kumar, Agad 21 vears, Ove, Private
Emploves, R/o Flat Nao. 2533, J3rd Floor, Ambaroi, Sector-19, Dwaraka, New
Delhi.

Couray Sharma, 5/0 Sunderlal, Aged 21 vears, Oce. Private Emplovee, Rfo
Clat No. 253, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, B88. Dechakaula, Najafghar Road, New
Dielhi.

Akash Sharma, 570 Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 vears, Occ. Private Employee,
Rfo RZ-65 M-Block, Dharampura, Najafghar Road, South West Delh:, New
Delhi.

Dhananjay Kundania, 5/0 Dharam Sing, Aged 21 years, Occ. Private
Employee, R/a 94-A. E Black, MNirmal Vikar, Gali No.a, Najafghar, Magloi
Eoad, Mew Delhr,

Durgesh Kumar Jha, 5/0 Suma Kumar [ha, Aped 21 vears, Occ. Private
Employee, R0 C-63, Vani Vihar Colony, Utkam Nagar, New Delhi.

Ashutosh Kumar Jha, 5/0 Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 24 vears, Occ. Private
Employee, B/o C-63, Vani Vilar Colony, Utlam Nagar, NMew Delhi,

Arman, 5/ 0 Avthar Singh, Aged 24 years, Oce. Private Frployee, Rfo 73-A,
Chandan Place, Rama Enelave, Thardo Road, MNajatghar, New Delhi.

Kunal Kapoor, 5 / o Sunil Kapoor, Aged about 28 years, Occ. Private
Employee, R/o H Mo, D-23, Kiran Garden, Uitham MNaga, Mew Delhi,

Ravi Bhatt, 5/ 0 Niranjan Kumar, Aged 28 vears, Occ. Private Employee, R/ o
B-3, Mansarampark, Near Mavada Mro Slation, Brindapur, Uttham Nagar,
Mew Drelhi.

Ezhul MNagpal, 5/0 Rakesh nagpal, Aped 25 vears, Che, Private Employee,
R/ o B8, Om Vihar, Uttham Magar, Brindapur, New Delhi,

Rajendra Kumar, 5/0 Ramesh Kumar, Aged 20 vears, Occ. Drivate Emplovee,
12/o E-118, Galli Na.3, Om Vihar, Uitham Magar, Mew Delhi,

5. Deepu Manvani, 5/0 Laxmi Chandu Manvani Aged 24 years, Oce, Privale

Employee. B/ o NK Uniform Shop, Hasthal Koad, New Delhi

Chethan Nagpal, 5/0 Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 years, Oue. Private Employec,
R0 H. Neo. F-29, Om Vihar, Uttham Magar New Delhi. Petidoners/ Accused
Mo 149,12, 1a 1o 21.

sltetitioner/Accused Nos. 1 a9, 12, 160 to 21



L. TheState of -|-IZ‘|.-'H'|J_.I ||l._|, -.J_lr'.r.: sirmbed |'!|E|. is Palalice [ e L [[L';_.'h Cougrt of
Telanpana through Cvber: abad Police St wn, Cyvberabad 1istrict

2. M. Patlavi Reddy, 13/ o N Vankateshwar Reddy, Aped 28 years, Oce. Private
Employee, Bfo Plol N &7, Mantkonda, li_»hemhnd

--Respondent/Complainants

Petition under Seclion 482 of Cr.P.C praying that m the circumstances
slated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may
be pleased Lota call for the records in FIR No 44/ 2020 dated 10701 72020 mnt.{-ered
al Cyber Crimes Police Station, Cyberabad and quash the same in the interest of
juskice.

LA. NC: 2 OF 2022

Petition under Section 482 of CrP.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grovnds of Criminal Petition, the High Cowrl may
be pleased 1o grant stayv all further proceedings in FIR No. 4472020 dated
i[]f] £ 2020 registered al Cvbar Crimes Police Station, Cvberabad including arrest,
investipation and filing of {inal repart in the inferest of juslice.



Criminal Petition No: 2586 of 2022

Beltred:

]

P

ra

i

8.

9.

Deepak {:Ell'rllii.'-ﬁ_':.f S50 Cirdhari Lal Choudary, Aped 27 vears, Oce. Private
Emplovee, Rfo E-18, Cme Vihar, Ramangar Road., Brindadapur, Uttham
Magar, Mew Delhi.

Vishal Kumar @ Vishal Chouha, 5/0 Hahul Kumar, Aged 27 Oce Private
Employee, R/o Narsing Apartment, T-5, 4th Floor, Flat Mo, 7, Vani Vihar,
Litam Nﬂgur, Mew Dell

Krishna Kumar Gulia, 50 Azad Singh Gulia, Aged 29 vears, Oce. Private
Employee, R/o R-Z43, Narendra Enclave, Nagioi Road, Najafnagar, New
Drelhi,

Karan kumar, 5/ Late. 5. Satish Kumar, Aged 21 years, Occ, Private
Employes, Tfo Flat No. 253, 3rd Floor, Ambarol, Sector-19, Dwaraka, New
Drelhi.

Gourav Sharma, 5/ 0 Sunderlal, Aged 21 vears, Oce, Private Emploves, R o
Flat No. 233, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, B85, Dechakaula, Najaighar Road, MNew
Delhi,

Akash Sharma, S/c Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 years, Oec. Private Emplayes,
R/ao RZ-65, M-Block, Dharampura, Najafghar Roead, South West Delhi, New
Dralhi.

Dhananjay Kundania, S/o Dharam Sing, Aged 21 wears, Occ. Private
Employes, Rfo 94-A, E Block, Nirmal Vihar, Gali MNo.6, Najatghar, Magloi
Koad, New Delhi.

Durgesh Kumar Jha, S5/0 Suma Kumar [ha, Aged 21 years, Occ Private
Employee, R/ 0 (65, Vani Vihar Coloay, Uttam Nagar, New Delhi,

Ashutosh Kumar Jha, §/0 Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 24 years, Ocoe. Trivate
Employee, R/ o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Magar, Mew Delhi

10, Amar, 5o Avthar Singh, Aped 24 years, (Cee. Private Fmploves, B/o P-4,

Chandan Place, Rama Enclave, Thardo Roaa, Magatphar, Noew [ralhi,

11. Kunal Kapoor, § / o 5unl Kapoor, Aged about 28 years, Qe Privae

Emplovee, B/o H, Mo, D23, Kican Carden, Uttham Naga, NMew Delhi

4 it
j i irani ' i vears - Privaie Employees, B o
12, Ravi Bhati, 5/0 Niranjan Kumar, Apged W vears, Clce. Private Employee, &/

B-34 Maﬁmmmpnrk, Mear Mavada bMro Smation, Brindajpur, Lltham Magar,
BMewwr Dl

F ad 25 poars -« [Private Employes,
13, Rahul Mappal, S/o Rakesh nagpal, Aped 23 veass, (e, Private Employ

14. Rajendra Kumar, 570 Ramesh Kumat,
15. Deepu Manwvani, 5/o Taxmi Charudu

16. Chethan Nagpal, §/ ¢ Pawan Rumal,

R /o E-8, Om Vihar, Lttham Magar, Brindapur, Mew Delli

Aped 20 years, Dee, Prvate Employee,
R/oE-118, Galli No.3, Om Vihar, Uttham Magar, Dow Daeihi. _ -
Manvanl Aged 24 vears, LiC, Privare
pitarm Shop, Hasthal Boad, Moo Delhi

Aged 27 years, Oy, Private Employee,
: \ stitioners/ Aocused

Emploves. &/ o NE U

: PR s
Rfo H. No. F.20, Om Wihar, Uttham M agar, M Melhi 1
Mo 1-9, 12,16 to 2.



CMetitionerAccused Nos. 1 to 9 12, 16 to 21

AND

1. TheState of Telangana, Eepresented by iis Public Prosecutor High Conrl of
Telangana through Cyberabad Police Station, Cyberabad Districl.

2. 5ri.[tha Santosh, 570 Bhasker, Aged 34 vears, Occ. Private Employes, R o
Srinagar Cidony, Faroognagar Mandal, Shadnapar, Cyberabad,

wResponden/Complainants

Petition under Section 482 of Crel.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memoranduem of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the Htgh Court may
be pleased toto call for the records in FIR No. 501 /2021 dated 19.6.2021 regiskared
at Shadnagar Police Station, Cyberabad and quash the same in the interest of

justico.

LA. NO:2 OF 2022

Petition under Section 482 of CrIP0 praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Groands of Criminal Petition, the High Court may
be pleased to prant stay all further procecdings in FIR Mo, 501 /2021 dated 9.6,2021
registcred at Shadnagar Police Station, Cyvberabad including arrest, investigation
and filing of final report in the nterest of justice, pending disposal of the above

Criminal Petition in Lhe interest of justice

Criminal Petition No: 2587 of 2022

Bretween:

L. Deepak Choudary 5/e Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aped 27 years, Oce. Private
Employee, Rfo E18, Ome Vihar, Ramangar Road, Brindadapur, Uttham
Magar, Mew Delhi.

2, Vishal Kumar @ Vishal Choulis, /0 Rahul Kumar, Aged 27 Oce, Privale
Emploves, R0 Narsing Apartment, T-3, 4th Floor, Flat No. 7, Vani Vihar,
Llttam Magrar, Mew [Delhi

3. Frishna Kumar Gulia, Sio Arad Singh Gulia, Agrect 29 years, Oce. Private
Eﬂ}ﬂ!ﬁ}'é'if, /o R-Z43, Narendra Enciave, Nagloi Road, Najafnagar, New

elhi.

4. Karan Kumar, S/0 Late. Sri. Satish Fumar, Aped 21 vears, Occ. Private
En'ilflluymr. ESo Flal Mo, 253, 3rd Floor, Ambarol, Sector-19, Dwaraka, New
elhi,

g::t;.r:{v STgml Sfc;ﬁuudp.-lal, Aged 21 vears, Oce, Private Emplovee R/a
Aab Nk 223, Ambrahd, Dwaraka, BRS, Dechalaul; i,
Defhi. echakaula, Najafghar Road, New

b Mj:a.s.h_:‘j‘harmn. 5/0 Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 vears, Dec. Private Employee
E,- Iri'.- HZ-63, M-Block, Dharampura, Najafghar Road, Sowtl West Delhi, New
s, . I

Ln



-]

Uhananjay Kundania, S/o Dharam Sing, Aged 21 vears, Oces Private
Emplovee, Bio M-A, E Block, Nivmal Vihar, Gali No.g Mujatsshar, Nagloi
Rk, Mew Crellsn ' "

5. Durgesh Kumar Jha, 570 Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 21 years, Qoo Private
Employee, B/ o -85, Vani Vihar Colony, Llitam Masgar, Mew Delhi,

Q .‘T-.-'_'-hl_ltl::l!-ih E{uma_r Jha, 5/0 Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 21 vears, Qe Private
Eraployes, I/ o C-05, Van Vihar Colony, Uttarm Nagar, MNew 1Delhi

10, Aman, 570 Avthar Singh, Aged 24 vears, Occ. Private Emploves, R0 75-A,
Chandan Place, Rama Enclave, [hardo Road, Najafyhinr, New Delhi.

11. l‘-}urml Kapoor, 5 / 0 Sunil Eapoor, Aped about 28 vears, Occ. Private
Lrnployes, BE/fo H. No. 12-23, Kiran Garden, Uttham MNaga, New Delhi,

12. Ravi Bhati, 5/ 0 Niranjan Kumar, Aged 28 vears, Oce. Private Employes, Rio
B-34, Mansarampark, Near Navada Mro Station, Brindapur, Uttham MNagar,
Mewr Dalhi.

13. Rahul Nagpal, 5/0 Rakesh nagpal, Aged 25 vears, Oce. Private Emploves,
B/ E-8, Om Vihar, Uttham Magar, Brindapur, New Delhi

14. Rajendra Kumar, 5/0 Ramesh Kumar, Aged 20 vears, Oce Private Emplovee,
E/o E-118, Galli No.3, Om Vihar, Uttharm MNagar, New Delhi. .

15, Decpu Manvani, 5/0 Laxini Chandu Manvani Aged 24 years, Oce, Private
Emplovee. /o WK Uniform Shop, Hasthal Eoad, Mew Delhi,

16. Chethan Nagpal, 5/0 Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 years, Oce, Privale Employvee,

Rfo H. No. F-29, Om Vihar, Uttham Magar,New Delhi, Petitoners/ Accused

Nol-9, 12, 16 ko 21,

colPetitioner Accused Nos. 1T o9, 12, 16 to 21
AND
1. The State of Telangana, Represented by its Public Prosecutor High Court al
'I'le]ganﬂ.

Smt. Abbaraju Nirmala, W/ o, T/ o Nol known o Petitioners, Aped majar,
COce - Mol known B /o H.Mo. 543, 6th cross, Mythrinagar, Mivapur,
Sherilingampally Cyberabad.

I

—-Respondentfcomplainants

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.FC praving that in Lhe circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the Figh Courl may
he pleased topleased to call tor the records in FIR Mo, 9177021 dated 19.7.2021
rﬁgiﬁtﬂred at Mivapur Police Stalion, Cvberabad and quash the same in the

intarest of justice.

LA. NO: 2 OF 2022

" praying that m the circumstances
wal Petition the [igh Court may
i FIR ™Moo 91772021 dated

Petiticn under Section 482 of Cr.PXL

slated i the Memorandum ol Grounds of Crirpinal

he pleased to grant stay all further proceedings



1972021 regislered al Mivapur Molice Station, Cyberabad ancluding arrest,
investigation and filing of final reparl in The inferest of justice,

Criminal Petition Wo: 2588 of 2027

Between:
L. Deepak Choudary 5/0 Girdhart Lal Choudary, Aged 27 years, (e Private
Emplovee, R/o E-18, Ome Vihar, Ramangar Road, Brindadapur, Uttham

MNagar, New Delhi

Vishal Kumar @ Vishal Chouha, 570 Eahual Kumar, Aead _'-E Ol ;

Employee, R/o MNarsing Apartment, T-5, 1th Floor, Flat No. 7, Vani Vihar,

Lttam Nagar, New Delhi.

3. Krishna Kumar Gulia, Sio Azad Singh Gulia, Aged 29 vears, Ore, Private
Linploves, Rio K-Z43, Narendra Enclave, Magloi Koad, Majafnagar, New
DI,

4. Karan Kumar, 5/0 lLate. Sri Satish Kumar, Aped 21 years, Qoe, Private
Employee, Bfo Flat No. 253, 3rd Floor, Ambaroi, Sector-19, Dwaraka, New
Dealhi.

5. Gourav Sharma, 5/ Sunderlal, Aged 21 yvears, Oce Private Cmployee, Bfn
Blat Mo, 253, Ambrahi, [Jwaraka, BSS, [lechakaula, Majafghar Road, New
Dl i

6, Akash Sharma, 5/0 Sanjav Sharma, Aged 23 vears, Oce. Private Ermploves,

/o RZ-65, M-Block, Dharampura, Majalglhar Road, South West Delhi, New

Delhi,

Dhenanjay Kundania, S/c Dharam sing, Aped 21 vears, Oce, Private

bmployee, R/o 94-A, E Block, Nirmal ViRa o Gali Mo, MNajafghar, Maglo

Boad, Now Delhi.

3 1':I'ur_g-::£h Furnar ]_Im, S0 Suma KEomar Iha, Agped 71 yvears, Ooe, Private
Emploves, B/ o C-6% Van “Vihar Colony, Witam MNagar, New Delhi,

. Private

I

=]

9. "’f"“'"‘"f'-'-'”;]'* Fumar fha, 5/0 Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 24 years, Oce. Private
Employee, R/ o0 C-65, Vani Vikar Colony, Uttam Maprar, Noew Delhg,

[a, Aman, 5/0 Avthar Singh, Aged 24 vears, Oce, Private Employee, Ria 75-A,
Chandan Flace, Rama Enclave, [hardo Road. f*,'ajafghar_. MNew Delhi

[T Kunal Kapoor, & / o Sunil Kapoor, Aved abouwl 28 vears, Oce. Private
Emplovee, R0 H. No. 13-23. Kirar Garden, Uttham Naga, New Delhi

12, Ravi Bhati S/ P\:j"l"lj’lr1 Kumar, Accd 28 et
LI5S ¥ T 4 ar, Sopgf 2 1|r|'_:'n'|.f"il. L}'E.er”r'ﬂh_" E!T'l [I:I'ill' o ]{."
B-34, Mansar; 3 o P Jer H i -TPROYee, Lo
s DH]E;'immpalkf MNear Mavada Mpo Station, Bricuiapur, Uttham Nagar,

A

13 Rahul Nagpal, S/0 Rakesh ng : ;
% oy ; Fpai, Ard 25 yeg ra Cipes |2 v I Toairae
B/0 B8, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar, Brindapur, :“u:uw DceIIE::'- trivate Employee,

14. Rajendra Kumar S5/0 Ramesh Kumgr A g :
2 A R crne: - Aged 20 vears, Oce. Private & feas
R/o E-118, Gallj Mo 3, Ohm Vilar, i.’_n'ﬂlmije:lgqr: S Delt-lui. HvRle Bmployey,

15. Deepu Manvani 2/ Laxmi Chand i '
_ 93/ 0 Lax lanau Manvani A wed 24 years, O
Emplovee. B/o NK Uniformn Shop, Hasfhal fiad, J‘“'E'.;:w EJ-;-_-Jh-:'_ ’ e



It Chethan Magpal, 570 Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 vears, Occ, Privane Employes

B0 H. Mo, F-29, Om Vihar, Uttham Magar New Delhs, Petitioners! Accused
Mo 1-90 12, Hoto 21,

letitioner/Accused Nos, Tt 9,12, 16 1o 21

AND
| The State of Telangana, Represented by its Public Prosecutor High Court of
felangana,
.

Sri. Barick Pradecp Eumar, 5/o Jayakrishna Barick, Agped 43 years, Qce,

Private Employee, R/o H. No. 53,-':‘-,'?, FPhase-1V, KPHE Colony, Kukatpally,
Hyvderabad. ) '

wRespondentfeamplainanis

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.POC praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the [Migh Court may
be pleased toto call for the records in FIR No. 8952021 dated 2579720721

registered al KPHB Police Stalion, Cyberabad and quash the same in the interest
oF justioe,

LA. NO: 2 OF 2022

Petition ander Section 482 of CrPPC praying that i the circumstances
statee in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petitions, the High Court may
bee pleased to prant stay further proceedings in FIR Mo, 895/ 2021 dated 2.5_;"4';“ 2021
repisteredd at arrest, Warrants, KI'HB Police Station, Cyberabad inciuding arrest
investigation and filing of final report in the interest of justice.

Criminal Petition No: 2589 of 2022
Betweoo

t f i 1 " "'j 1:" Wmel T, ':_jI'L'. :'_"T.:'-."q_'lr.l.-“'
Despak Choudary 570 Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aged </ 3 _
1 Li.m.l:lf;n-.rce, Rfo E-'ﬂﬂ, Ome Vihar, Ramangar Hoad, Brindadapur, Ulltham
Magar, Mew Delhi.
vishal Kumar @ Vishal Chouha, 5/ Rahul Kumar, _ﬁ.g«;mri 27 L"!rc:. .[{Il-'th:lrr.
Eﬁ'lTﬂnvere, /o MNarsing Apartmend, T-5, 4th Floor, Flat No. 7, Vani Vihaz,
Uttarm Nagar, New Delhi
: et H T arpsn s - Privats
3 Krishna Kumar Guiiz, Sio Azad Singh Culia, hg_ed:.fl 11. Lrlma Fl_:l?';”r ,:] :‘*'L-L
N Empl::--l;m Rio RB-743, Narendea Fnclave, Naploi Read, MNaalnagat. -
Dielhi. -
S : ced M vears, Qec, Private
r e i Tate Sri. Satish Kumar, Agec \ . ! s
' :%a‘at:n*iﬂm[:;;h%ft 1::w'lr:- 253, 3rd Floor, Ambaro, Sector-19, Lrwaraka, N
_'.Tﬂp ..r . ; r i e I
Dethi.
Courav Sharma, 5/0 5u o0
'LFI{:::H]‘:.'Q. 253 Ambrahi, Diwwaraka, PBHS, Dachakaula,
[Dalii.

(R

A vears. Oce. Private Employes, R/0
e el Majalyhar Hoad, New

i



Akash Bharma, S/o Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 vears, Oco. Private Cmplovee,

0, ;
Ffo RE-65, M-Block, LDurampura, Najalghar Koad, South West Delhi, New
Delhe

7 Illtmnanja}r Fundania, /o Dharam Eini._;, Aped 21 yoars, Qe Prival:-if
Employvee, Rfa 94-A, E Block, Nirmal Vihar, Cali Nod, Majafrhar, Nagloi
Eoad, New Delli.

B. Durgesh Kumar Tha, 5/0 Suma Kumar [ha, Apged 21 years, Cxc. Frivale

Emplovee, /0 C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Ultam Magar, Mew Delhi,

9. Ashutosh Kumar fha, S/o Suma Kumar fha, Aged 24 vears, Ooc. Private
Employee, B/ o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam MNagar, Mew Delhi.

iy Aman, 570 Avthar .‘-':'ingh, Aped 24 vears. Uoe. Privale Emplovee, B/o 73-A,
Chandan Flace, Rama Enclave, [hardo Road, Majalghar, Mesw Delhi.

1 Kunal Kapoor, S / o Sunit Kapoor, Aged about 78 vears, Qcc. Private
Lmployee, Bfo H. Nao. 1-23, Kiran Garden, Uttham Naga, New Delbi

12, Kavi Bhati, 5/0 Niranjan Kumar, Aged 28 vears, Oce. Private Employee, B o
B-34, ;"'.-'[arﬁarumpark, Mear Mavada Mro Station. Rrindapur, Uttham Magar,
MNew Dealhi.

L3 Rahul Nagpal, 5/0 Rakesh nagpal, Aged 23 years, Ooc. Private Employoce,
Kfo E-8, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar, Brindapur, MNew Delhi.

I4. Rajendra Kumar, 5/0 Ramesh Kumar, Aged 20 vears, Oce, Private Empiloyee,
R/o E-118, Galli MoJ3, Om Viha r, Ultharm MNagar, Mew Delhi,

15. Deepu Manvani, $/o Laxmi Chandu Manvani Aged 24 years, Occ. Private
Employee, RS0 NK Uniform Shop, Hasthal Road, New Delhi,

16 Chethan Nagpal, S/0 Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 vears, Oce, Private Employee,
Bio H. No. F-29, Om Vihar, Uttham Magar, New Delhi FPelitioners/ Accused
Nol1-9 12 16 to 21,

~PetitionerfAccused Nos, 1to 9, 12, 1610 21
AND

1, The Slate of Telanpana, Represented by ths Public Prosccutor | ligh Court of
lelangana J

2. Gy Sannyashi Nayak, 570 Kankiya, Aged 31 veaps, Ocr Privae Erployee,
E/ o Hill Ridge Springs, Gachibowl| v Hlage, Shedlingam pally Mandal,
Cyberabad .

~Respondentfcomplainants

].".-"'l.l.l.'l-l.':lj.il under Section 482 af oy A praving thal in the circumstanees
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Cripninal Petition, the | Lzl Conert ;.I'I:&_';"
b FJJEJ!‘:;:I'.'? fto call for the records i FIR Mo Bin/20z e.Iarn:dJ L3,/08,/ 2021
reRisterea at Gachibowli Polico Station, Cyberabad . i
e vl L. L Yoerabad and guash the e in the
tnterest of justicg. - g e

LA, NO: 2 OF 202

Fa



i At i Figr . i ;
Petitton under Section 482 of CrP.C pravine that in the circumstances

stated in the Meumorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the Tligh Courl may
be pleased to grant stay all further proceedings in FIR No. 83072021 dabed
.133.[]-""-.?[12'[ repistered at Gachibowli Police Station, Cyberabad including arrest
investigation and filing of final report in the interest of ifusli-:r.-. ; a

Criminal Petition Ne: 2590 of 2022

Bebween:

L

F

T

7

-3

w2

Fr:\epilak Choudary 5/0 Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aged 27 years, Oce. Private
mployes, Rfo E-18, Ome Vihar, Ramanear Road, Brindadapur, [

; ! & I & 4 222 [ . .-ttl
Nagar, New Delhi i [ o
‘»;"J_‘Tuhﬂl Kumar & _'i-"ibha] Chouba, 5/0 Rahul Kumar, Aged 27 Oce Private
Employer, Rfo Narsing Apartment, T-5, 4th Floar, Elat Ne. 7. Vani Vihar,
Uttam Magar, New [Delli.

F':fri-‘if]rm E'iu_m.ar {-T;I.L.Jia“ Sio Arad Singh Gulia, Aged 29 yvears, Occ Privale

:-_'.:ll‘l'tjli!ﬂ'v't'f', /o B-Z43, Narendra Enclave, Naglo! Read, Najafnagar, New
il i

K_.ara_n Eumar, 5/o Late. 5n. Satish Komar, Aged 21 vears, Oce Privale

].'."L'i.[:'.'i!_'r"l_"'l.". Hio Flat Mo, 253, 3rd Floor, Ambarol, Sector-19, Dwaraka, Now

13 i,

Gourav Sharma, 5/ 0 Sunderial, ﬂﬂud 21 years, Do, Privake ]_-.n‘.|'.|h.~j.'-'.:c', R/

Flaf Moo 2583, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, BES, Dechakaula, Majafghar Road, Mew

Delhi. '

Akash Sharma, /0 Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 years, Oce. Private Brmployee,

R/u R/-65, M-Block, Dharampura, Najafghar Road, South West Dethi. New

[elhi.

Dhananjay Kuondania, $/o Dharam Sing, Aged 21 vears Oce. Private

Emplovee, Bfo 94-A, E Block, Nirmal Vihar, Gali Nof, Najafghar, Magloi

Road, New Delhi

Durgesh Kumar Jha, 5/0 Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 21 yecars, 'l_f.‘ri'. Private

Emplovee, B/ o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Utlam MNagar, New Delhi

Ashutosh Kumar Tha, 5/0 Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 24 _%.'ﬂa::;,.'.’_kr. Privale

Employes, R o C-63, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttarn Magar, MNew Dol

1. Aman, S/ Avthar Singh, Aged 24 years, Oice. Private Employves, R0 V13-4,

11, Kunal Kapoor, 5 / o 5Sunil Kapoor, Aged about 28 years

17 Ravi Bhati, 5/0 Niranjan gumar, Apged 28 years, Oee. 1

13, Rahul Nﬂfl'l_‘la]l. Sfn Fakesh Tl'r'lin_’,l_-"-'r‘lg

14. Bapendra Fumar,

¢ handan Place, Rama Enclave, [Thardo Road, Najalghar, MNew 12ethi.
. Ciees Privale
Mo, D-73, Kiran Garden, Uttham Naga, Mew Deihi.

pvate Employes, Bio
Littham Magar,

Employee, 1o H,

B-34, Mansarampark, Moat Mavada Mro Station, Brindapur,
Mew Delhi | N
Aped 25 years, Oce Privabe Bmployee,

;o b8 OmVihat, Livtham MNagar, frindapur, Mew L}E-‘.L-l'l.l. | .
I &/ [Ramesh Rumat, Aggind 200 years, Ok, Privale Bmployed,

R/o E-118, Galti Mo 4 Oy Vitar, Uttham Nagar, Mew Delhi
R R B S B A S 3 1 o 1



E3 Deepu Manvani, 570 Laxmi Chandu Manvani Aged 24 wears, Oee, 'rivate
Ermplovee, Ko MK Uniform Shop, Hasthal Road, New Delli,

[6. Chethan Magpal, 5/0 Pawan Kuamar, Aged 27 yoears, Occ. Privale Emplover,
R,-ﬂ H MNo. I—EEE' Om Vihar, E_Ji'tham Mapgar Mow Delhi. Petitioners) Accused
Mo 1-9, 12, 16 1o 21.

wPetibioner/Accused Nos. 1t B, 12, 16 o 21
AND

Jesd

The State of Telangana and another, Represented by its Public Prosecutor
High Court of Telangana,

s Maganti Chandra Mohan, 5/0 M. Kondal Rao, Aged 30 vears, Occ
Pharma Business, /0 H. No. 23-87, Ashok Napar, RC Puram.

m™a

Respondenlfcomplainants

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.lC praying thal in the circumstances
stated i the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Caurt may
be pleased tolo call for the records in FIR No. 6657 2021 dated 13.08.2021 repistered
at Ramachandrapuram Police Station, Cyberabad and. quash the same in the
interest of justice.

LA.NO: 2 OF 2022

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.PC praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may
be pleased Lo grant stay all further procecdings in FIR Moo 66372021 dated
18022021 repistered at Ramachandrapuram Pelice Station, Cyberabad including
arrest, {iling of investipation and filing of [final report in the interest of justice and
[redss

Criminal Metition No: 2591 of 2022

Between:

L Deepak Choudary 5/0 Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aped 27 vears, Oce, Privale
Emploves, Bfo E-18, Ome Vihar, Famanpar Road, Trindadapur, Uttham
Magar, New Delhi,

2. Vishal Kumar & Vishal Choula, 5/0 Rabul Kumar, Aged 27 Oce. Private

Lmployes, Bfo Narsing Apartment, T-5, 4th Floor, Flar No 7, Vani Vilar,

Littarn Magar, Wew Delhi,

Erishna Kamar Gulia, Sio Azad Siogh Gulia; Ayoed 29 vears, Oce. Private

Emplovee, Rfo R-Z43, Narendra Enclave, :|'.=|m Resai, Majafnagar, MNew

L3e:ldai.

4. Karan Fumar, 5/0 Late, Sri. Satish- Kumar, .-"';.lul.l 21 wears, Ocr. Privabs
LI"'l]."|L‘,--.E"" /o Flal Mo, 253, 3rd Floor, Amnbaron, Seclor ',I,l'I [svaraka, M
[ 2l

e



(4|

IER

11.

12.

5

14.

15.

16,

AND

I

Gourav Sharma, S/o Sunderlal, Aged 21 vears, Occ. Private Emplovee, R o
Flat Mo 233, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, BS82, Dechakaula, Majafghar Road, MNew
Defhi.

Akash Sharma, 5/0 Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 years, Occ, Private Emplove,
B0 RZ-65, M-Block, Dharampura, Najafghar Road, South West Delhy, New
el

Dhananjay Kundania, S/0 Dharam Sing, Aged 21 years, Occ. DPrivate
Employes, R/o 94.A, T Block, Nirmal Vihar, Gali No.a, Majalyhar, Magloi
Road, Maw Dellhi.

Durgesh Eumar Jha, 570 Suma Kumar jha, Aged 21 yvears, Oeoc. Private
Employvee, R/ o C465, Vani Vihar Caolomy, Uttam Nagar, New Dalhi.

Ashutash Kumar Jha, 5/0 Suma Kumar [ha, Apged 24 years, Oce. Private
Emplovee, B/o C-65, Vani Vikar Colony, Utam Nagar, Now Delhi.

Aman, 5/0 Avthar Singh, Aged 24 years, Oce. Private Employes, Rfo 754,
Chandan Place, Rama Tinclave, [hardo Road, Najafgphar, Maw Doelhi

Bunal Kapoor, 3 / o Sunil Kapoor, Aged about 28 woears, Occ. Private
Employee, W/io H. Mo D223, Kiran Garden, Uttham Maga, New Dalfi.

Ravi Bhati, 5/ 0 Niranian Kumar, Aged 28 vears, Oce. Private Eoployves, Rio
B-34, Mansarampark, Near Navada Mro Station, Brindapur, Uttham Nagar,
New Delhi '

Rahul Nagpal, 5/0 Rakesh nagpal, Aged 25 years, Cee. Private Emploves.
Efo E-B, Om Vihar, Uttham Magar, Brindi]pur, ew Delhi,

Rajendra Kumar, 5/0 Ramesh Kumar, Aged 20 years, Oce. Private Employveore,
R/ B-118. Calli Me 3, Om Vikar, Uttham Nagar, New Dielhi.

Deepu Manvani, 5o Laxmi Chandu Manvani Aged 24 years, Occ. Private
Employee. R/ o NK Uniform Shop, Hasthal Road, New Daelli.

Chethan Nagpal, 5/0 Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 years, Oec. Private Employvee,
BfoH. Mo, 29 Om Vikar, Uttham Magar,New Dielhi. Petitioners/ Aceused
Mo l-9, T2 16 ko 21

~-Petiboner/Accused Nos. 1 to 9, 12, 16 to 21

The State of Telangana, Represented by its Public Prosecutor High Conarl of
Telangana through Cyberabad Police Station, Cyberabad Districl

Sri. Nagednra Tiwacl, 5/ Baliram Tiwari, Aged 31 years, Occ- Private
Employvee: Rfo Plat No. g1/ A, Rajiv Gandhi MNagar, Borabanda, Movsapet,
Cyberabad.

wRespondent/complainants

Petitton under Seclion 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumslances

slated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may
be pleased to call for the records in FIR Mo, 68372021 dated 08.7.2021 registered af
E{ukai.pally Police Slation, Cvberabad and :lua:-ih the same in the inferest of justice,



LA NC: 2 OF 2022

Petiticn under Section 482 of CrlC praving that in the circumstances
stated wy the Memorandum of Groands of Criminal Periton, the Hizh Court may
pe pleased to grant stay of all lurther proceedings in FIR Noo 68372021 dated
0872021 registered at Kukatpally Police Station, Cyberabad including arcest,
lilings of inveslipalion and filing of final report, pending disposal of the dbove
Crimunal Petition in the interest of justice,



Criminal Pelition No: 2592 of 20022

Betwoeon:

1.. Daipak {_'h[uniar_'.: E.:"i.'l .IljiruJI:f'Ll'l Lal Choudary, Aged 27 vears, Oce. Private
Emplover, Ria E-1% Ome Vihar, Ramangar Kead, Brindadapur, Uttham
Magar, Mew Delhi,

7 "n.:’i.‘:-ha[ Kumar 0 Vishal Chouba, S50 Rahwl Kumar, Aged 27 Oce. Privale
Employee, R0 Narsing Apartment, T-5, 4th Floor, Flat No. 7, Vani Vihar,
Lttam Magrar, Mew Delhi.

3 Krishna Komar Gulia, Sio Azad Singh Gulia, Aged 29 years, Oce Privane

F:_:}t"r"li:l.*‘fr":'fJ R0 B-Z43, Naresdra Enclave, Nagloi Road, Majafnagar, Mew
1hi.

% Fji_'aran Kumar, S/0 Late. 5, Satish Kumar, Agied 21 vears, Qoo Private
Employee, R0 Flat Mo, 253, 3rd Floor, Ambarod, Sector-19, Dwaraka, New
Dethi.

2. Gourav Sharma, 5/0 Sunderlal, Aged 21 years, Oce. Private Emplovee, B o
Flat Neo. 253, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, BES, Dechakaula, Majafghar Road, MNew
Dethi.

6. Akash Sharma, 5/0 Sanjav Sharma, Aged 23 years, Occ. Private Employes,
Rfo RZ-63, M-Block, Dharampura, Najafghar Read, South West Delh:, Mew
Dielhi,

7. Dhananjay Kundania, S/o Dharam Sing, Aged 21 wears, "Occ, Private
Employee, B/0 944, E Block, Nirmal Vilar, Gali Ne.6, Najafghar, MNayoi
Boad, Mew Delhi

8, Durgesh Kumar Jha, 5/0 Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 21 years, Ocr. Private
Employes, R/ o C-65, Vani Vikar Colony, Uttam Nagar, New Delhi.

9. Ashutosh Eumar [ha, 5/¢ Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 24 :;.-'-:m's,_'-.”_?'l:c. Private
Emplovee, B/ o C-675, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Napar, New Delhi,

10. Aman, 5/ 0 Avthar Singh, Aged 24 vears, O, Private ]E_nm}g}rp:.: R0 25,
Chandan Place, Rama Enclave, Jhardo Road, Majalghar, New Delhi.

11. Kunal Kapoor, S / o Sunil Kapoor, Aped about 28 years. Dlr.h::_. Private

. Employee, Rfa H. Nu. D 1% Kiran Garden, Uttham Naga, New Delhi.

12, Ravi Bhati, 5/0 Nirarjan Kumar, Aged 28 years, Occ, Private E[HPLQ}"E‘E,. K /o
B-34, Mansarampark, Near Navada Mro Sradon, Brindapur, Uttham MNagar,
Mew Delhi

13. Rahul Nagpal, 5/0 Rakesh nagpal, Aged 25 years, Oce. Private Emplayee,

Bfo 8 Om Vihar, Uttham Magar, Brindapur, Mew Dellii.

14, Rajendra Kumar, S /o Ramesh Kumar, Aged 20 years, {?}3{1 :’riva'le Frnploves,
I R/ E-118, Galli Nod, O Vihar, Ultham Nagar, Mew Al

mvand, Sfo Laxmi Chanlr:_lE

for MK Uniform Shop, | | N
o ar. Seed 27 yoars Oce. Private l:.mp]n;w:*f.;
'1:1\1'1r f*l:tgar Mew Delhi. Pelitioners, Arcuses

1 Manwvani Aged 24 years, (e, Privale

W EEEPLH ey sethal Road, Mew Delhi.
Smployee. .

han Magpal, 50 Pawan kum

% E?it ;'?n'["w'ﬁ iFE?Z‘-]. Oy Vihar, Titth

Ka.1-9, 12, Tz by 210



wPetitioner/Accused Nos. 1t 9,12, 16 10 2]
ANTY

| The State ol Telangana, Represented by its Public Prosocutor High Court of
Telangana throngh Cvberabad Police Station, Cyberabad District

2. S Vishwamber Chioubey, 570 | alan Choudary, Aged 42 vears, (e Private

Lmploves, Ko 785842, ~ubhiashnagar Bus stop, Quthbullapur, Cyberabadl

—Respondent/complainants

Petstion under Scction 482 of CrDC praying that in the circumstances
stated i the Memerandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may
bwr pieased to call lor the recards in FIR No 57972021 dated t_'i-lflf]ﬁ_fﬂillz.' registered
at Petlahseerabad Police Slation, Cyberabad and quash the same in the interest of
justice.

LA NOQ; 2 OF 2022

Petiion under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying thal in the circumstances
stated i the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may
Be pleased to grant stay all further proceedings in FIR No, 57972021 dated 1.6.2021
registered at - PelBasheerabad  Police Station, Cyberabad  including  arrest
iwestigation and [iling of final report in the interest of justice.

Criminal Petition Na: 2618 of 20272

Betwesn:

L. Deepak Choudary 5/0 Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aped 27 years, Oce. Private
Emplovee, R/o E-18, Ome Vihar, Ramangar Road, Brindadapur, Uttham
Magar, Mew Delhi

Vishal Kumar @ Vishal Choubha, S/0 Rahal Eumar, Aged 27 Qce. Private

Employee, Rfo Narsing Apartment, T-5, 4th Floor, Flat No. 7, Vani Vihar,

Lltkarm Nagar, Mew Delli.

3. KErishna Kumar Gulia, Sio Axad .‘?in[:';h Cannlia, Aged 29 vears, Ooe. Private
Emploves, Bfo R-£43, Narendra Enclave, Nagloi [oad, Majafnagar, New
Lrelhi.

Lo Raran Rumar, 5/0 Late. 5n, Satish Kumar, Apged 21 vears, (e Private
Fmploves, Ro Flar Mo, 233, 3rd Floor, Ambaro, Sector-19, Dwaraka, New
Dedh

3. Gourav Sharma, 5/ Sunderlal, Apged 21 vears, Oce. Private Emplayer, R/ o
Flar Moo 253, Amwbrabi, Dwaraka, BEE, Dechakaula, MNajalphar Road, Mew
Ll k.

I3

& Adkash Sharma, %70 banjay Sharma, Aged 23 years, Oce Private BEmployor,
/0 RE-65, M-Block, Dharampura, Najafghar Road, South West Delhi, New
[refhi



|

o,

10

1.

3

13.

14,

15.

16,

AND

Dhananjay  Kundania, S/ Dharam Sing, Aged 21 years, Qo Private
Emploves, Bio %A B Block, Nirmal Vilar, Gals M, Majalohar, Magla
Koad, Mew Delh:

DLIJ‘;._!IJ.'!HH Kumar [ha, 570 Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 21 years, Qoo Private
Employee, /o (63, Vani Vibar Colony, Uttam Nagar, New Delhi.

Ashutosh Kumar [ha, 5/0 Suma Kumar Jha, Aped 24 vears, Oce. Private
Employee, B/ o C65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttarmn Nagar, New Delli,

Aman, 5/ 0 Avihar Singh, Aged 24 vears, Oce. Private Emploves, Rio 75:A,
Chandan Place, Rama Frclave, [hardo Road, Majafehar, Mew Delhi.

Funal Kapcor, 5 / o Sunil Kapoor, Aged about 28 years, Oce. Private
Employee, Bfo 11 No. 1-23, Kiran Garden, Uittham MNapa, New Delhi.

Ravi Bhat, 5/0 Miranjan Kumar, Aged 28 years, Oce, Private Employes, B o
B-34, bMansarampark, Mear Navada Mro Station, EBrindapur, Uttham MNagar,
MNew Delhi.

Rahul Nagpal, 5/0 Rakesh nagpal, Aged 25 years, Occ. Private Fmployee,
/o E-8, Om Vihar, Uttham Magar, Brindapur, New Delhi,

Rajendra Kumar, 5/0 Ramesh Kumar, Aged 20 vears, Occ. Private Ermployes,
R0 B-118, Galli No.3, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar, New Delhi.

Deepu Manvani, 570 Laxmi Chandu Manvani Aged 24 years, Oce. Private
Employee, B/ o NK Uniform Shop, Hasthal Road, New Delhi,

Chethan Nagpal, 5/0 Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 years, Ooc. Private Employee,
/o L No. F-29, Om Vihar, Uttham Magar Mew Dealhi. Potitioners f Accused
No1-9, 12, 16 to 7]

~Petitioner/Accused Nos, 1ta 9, 12, 16 1o 21

The State of Telangana, Represented by its Public Prosecutor High Court of
Telangana through Cyberabad Police Station, Cyberabad District.

Sri. M. Anil Chakravarthy, S/ 0 Neclakantam, Aged 36 years, Oce. Private
Employee, /o Kolthur Village, Muchintalapally Mandal Cvberabac,

RESPONDENT/COMPLAINANTS

Petition wvnder Seclion 482 of Cr.P.C praymg that in the circumsiances

stated in the Memorandum of Gronnds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may
be pleased to call for the records in FIR No. 322/2071 dated 7.6.2021 rejristered al
Shamirpet Police Station, Cyvberabad and quash the same in the interest of justice
and pas{:

LA, NQ:2 OF 2022

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.lC praving that in the circumstances

stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Peribon, the High Court may
. : . cevreped brrers e BEEE Mo 32220021 dated 7 6202
be pleased o grant stay all turther proceedingsn FLR Mo 3227200121 dated 7 0204



registered i Shamarpel Police Statinn, Ceberabad including areest, nivestigation
and Filing of linal report in Lhe intorest of justice,

Criminal Petition No: 2619 of 2022

Between:

-
L.

Li.

11

12,

e 8

14.

15

Deapal Choudary S/0 Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aged 27 years, Oce, Private
L:n11|-:'»-'t:'u, Lo 1R, Ome Vihar, Lamangar Road, ﬁt‘mdm:lapur, Litthiam
Magar, MNew Delh:

Vishal Kumar @ Vishal Chouha, 5/0 Wahal Kumar, Aped 27 Oco Private
Emploves, Rin MNarsing Apartrent, T-5, 4th Floor, Flat Mo 7. Mani Vihay,
Uttam Nagar, New Delhi.

Rrishna Kuemar Gulia, Sio Azad Singh Gulia, Aped 29 years, (v, Privase
E."I'Illlllll_'!.'l:_'l'?, B/o R-Z43, Narendra Enclave, Naﬁ_lﬁi Road, Majatnagar, New
Celhi.

Earan Kumar, /0 late. Sri. Satish Kumar, Aged 21 wvears, Oce. Private
Emplayvee, R/o Flat No, 253, 3rd Floor, Ambaroi, Sector-19, Dwaraka, New
[hethi
Courav Sharma, 5/0 Sunderlal, Aped 21 years, Oce. Private Employee, Rfo
Flat Nn, 233, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, B8S, Dechakaula, Majafghar Eoad, New
Drelhi.

Akash Sharma, 5/0 Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 years, Oce, Private Employee,
Rfo R85, M-Block, Dharampura, Najafphar Road, South West Dalhi, Neow
Crelhi.

Dhananjay  Kundania, S/o Dharam Sing, Aged 21 vears, Oee. Private
Employee, Rio 94-A, 0 Block, Nirmal Vihar, Gali Mo.6, Najalghar, Mag o
Foad, New Delhi.

Purgesh Kumar Jha, 5/0 Suma Kumar Tha, Apged 21 years, Qoo Private
Employee, R0 C-63, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Majrar, New Delhi. _

Ashutosh Kumar Jha, 5/0 Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 24 vears, Ocr. Private
Friployves, /o Co65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nagar, New Dethi,

Aman, 5/0 Avihar Singh, Aged 24 vears, Oce. Private Employvee, Rfo 75-4,
Chandan Place, Rama Enclave, [hardo Road, Majalghar, New Dalhi

Funal Kapoor, 5 / o Sunil Kapeor, Aged about 28 years, Oce. Private
Employes, B/o H. Mo 12-23, Kiran Garden, Uttham Maga, New Delhi,

Ravi Bhati, 5/0 Niranfan Kumar, Aged 28 years, Occ. Private Employee, R/ o
B-34, Mansarampark, Near Navada Mro Staton, Brindapur, Uttham MNagar,
Mew Defhi.

Rahul Nagpal, 5/0 [Rakosh nagpal, Aged 23 years, e, Privabe Emplovee,
Bfo BB Om Vihar, Uttharm Magar, Brindapur, New Delhi

ajendra Kumar, 5/0 Ramesh Komar, Aped 20 vears, Oer, Privale Emploies,
B/o FE-1T8, Galli Mo 3, Om Vikar, Uktham Magar, Mew Dalhi.

Deepu Manvani, S50 Laxmi Chande Manwani Aped 24 vears, Qe Private
Emplovee Ko NE Uniform Shop, Hasthal Road, New Delhi,



16: Chethan Nagpal, 5/ 0 Pawan Kumar, Agred 27 vears, Ooc Private bmployes,
Rio I Mo, F-29, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar, Mew Dhelhi Metitionersy Accnsed
Mo 1-9, 13, 16 o 21.

slelilionerfAccused Nos, 1 lo9, 12, 16 Lo 21
ANTD?
1. TheState of Telangana, Represanted by its Public Prosecutor High Court of
Telangana.

2. 5ri. Sved Junaid AlL, 57 o Late. Syed Aluned, Agrod 30 yeaes, Ooe, Blectrieal
Lrngincer, Ko H. Nao. B-153-115/7, New Akbar Colony, Maillardevpally,
Rajendranagar,

wrespondent/complainants

Petition under Section 482 of CrlC praving that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may
be pleased ro call for the records in FIR No. 854 /2021 dated 08 /09,2021 regristered
al Mailardevpally Police Station, Cvberabad and quash the same in the interest of
justica,

LA, NO: 2 0OF 2022

Petition under Section 482 of CrP.C praving that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may
be pleased to grant stay ail further proceedings in FIR MNo. B547 2021 as well as
complaint copy dated U8/09/2021 registered at Mailardevpally Police Station,
Cyberabad including arrest, investigation and [iling of fnal report in the interest
of justice.

Criminal Petition No: 2620 of 2022

Betweren:

1. Deepak Choudary 5/ Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aged 37 vears, Oce. Private
Employee, R/o [-18, (ma Vihar, Ramangar Foad, Brindadapur, Uttharn
Magar, Now Delhi.

2. Vishal Kumar & Vishal Chouha, 540 Rahul Kumar, Aged 27 Oce. Privale
Employee, B/o Narsing Apartment, T-5, 4th Floor, Flat No. 7, Vani Vihar,
Lttam Nagar, New [elhi

3. Krishna Kumar Gulia, Sio Arad Singh Gulia, Aged 29 years, Oce. Private
Employes, Rfo R-743, Narendra FEnclave, Nag lL:-L Road, Najalnagar, MNew

Delhi.

4 Karan Kumar, 5/o Late. Sri. Sabish Komar, Aged 21 "'k Als, e Private
Employee, Bfo Flal Mo, 253, 3rd Floor, Az bara, Sector-19, Dwaraki, New
Delhi



10.

Ll

12

15

16,

AND

Couaray Sharma, 570 Sunderlal, Aped 21 years, Occ. Privale Emp Ir:.:,n:q_r /o
Flat Moo 253, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, Ehﬂ l"l."'l.l'l-:l|'§.:llJ|:] "*~.|a|m¢=har Road, Mew
Cralhi.

Akash Shacma, S/ 0 Sanjay Sharma, Aped 33 years, Occ. Private Lmployes,
Kio BZA05, M H"-cl-: Dharampura, Najafghar Road, South West Deihi, New
[l

Dhananay Kundania, 5/0 Dharam Sing, Aged 21 wears, Occ Private
El'l‘llillﬂ"l:"l‘ B0 94-A, E Block, Mirmal Vihar, Gali Nog, Majafghar, Maglo
Road, New Delhi

Durgesh Kumar Jha, 5/0 Suma Kumar Jha, Aped 21 years, Occ. Privale
Employee, R/ o C-63, Vani Vinar C olony, Uttam Magar, New Delhi,

Ashutosh Komar tha, /0 Suing Kumnar Tha, Aged 24 years, Oce. Privake
Employee, B0 C-635, Vani Vibar Colony, Ubam Magar, Mew Delhi.

Aman, 5/0 Avthar Singh, Aged 2 years, Occ. Private Employee, Rfo 75-A,
Chandan Place, Rarma Enclave, Jharda Road, Majafghar, New Delhi.

Kupal Kapoor, 5 / o bunil Kapoor, Aged about 2B years, Oce. Private
Emplovee, 7o H. Mo, [3-23, Kiran Garden, Uttham Naga, MNew Delhi,

Ravi Bhati, 5/ 0 Niranjan Kumar, Aged 28 vears, Oce. Privale Employee, Rfo
B-34, Mansarampark, Near Navada Mro Station, Brindapur, Uttham Nagar,
MNeow Dethi.

. Rahul Nagpal, 5/0 Rakesh nagpal, Aged 25 wvears, Ok, Private Employee,

RS0 BB, Cm Vihar, Littham Nagar, Brindapur, New Dedhi.

- Rajendra Kumar, 5/0 Ramesh Eumar, Agredd 2) years, Occ. Private Emplovee,

E /o E-118, Galli Mo.3, (m Vihar, Uttham Magar, New Delhi.

DE‘-EF‘LL ['-*lanv*m, Sf0 Laxmi Chandur Mamvani .ﬂ.g_fd 24 VEears, e, Privale
Emplayee. /o NE Unitorm Shop, Hasthal Road, New Delhi.

Chethan Ma rpal, 570 Pawan Kumar, F-.gF-u:l 27 years, Clen Private l'mpl{:.ym
Efo H. No. [-29, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar,New Delhi. Petitioners/ Accused

MNo.1-9,12, 16 to 21.

--Petitioner/Accused Nos. 1o 9,12, 16 o 21

The State of Telangana and another, Represented by its Public Prosecutor
High Courl of Telangzana.

ari. Shaik Kazam, 570 Late. Shaik Mohammed, Aged 38 years, Oce, Driver,
EfoH. No 4-10-43/6/4/C, 9 nurmber, Jalal Baba Mapgar, Attapur,
Fajendranagar.

respondent/complainants

Petition under Section 482 of Cr PO praving Lhat in the clrcumstances

stated in the Memoranduim of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Courl may
b pleasod to call for the records in FIR No. 17602021 dated 31.08.2021 regishered
ab Rapendranagar Police Station, Cyberabad and quash the same in the interest of
juslice.



LA, NO:20F 2022

Petition under Section 482 of CrlC praying that in the circumstances

stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, he Fligh Court may
be pleased to grant stay of all further procesdings in FIR Mo, 176072021 dated
31082021 registered at Rajendranagar Police Station, Cvberabad including arrest,
iwvestigation and filing of final report, pending disposal of the above Criminal
Petition in the interest of justice

Criminal Petition No: 2621 of 2022

Betwesn:

10.

11.

12,

Deepak Cimudnr}: Jo Girdhari Lal l:’_'Jmm[.'-:r-}-', Aged 27 vears, Oce. Private
Employee, R/o E-18, Ome Vihar, Ramangar Road, Brindadapur, Uttham
Magar, New Delhi

Vishal Kumar @ Vishal Chouha, S/o Rahul Bumar, Aged 27 [k, Privale
Emplovee, R/o Marsing Apartment, T-3, 4th Floor, Flat Mo, 7. Vani Yihar,
Uttam Nagar, Mew Delhi,

Krishna Kumar Gulia, Sio Azad singh Gulia, Aged 29 vears, Occ. Private
tmployee, Bfo E-743, Marendra Enclave, Nagloi Road, MNajafnapar, New
Delhi,

Karan Eumar, 5/c Late. Sri. Satish Kumar, Aged 21 years, Oce, Private
Employes, B/o Flat Ne. 253, 3rd Floor, Ambaroi, Sector 19, Dwaraka, New
Dealhi.

Gourav Sharma, 5/0 Sunderlal, Aged 21 vears, Oce. Private Employee, Rfo
Flat Mo. 253, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, B88 Dechakaula, Majafghar Road, New
[Delhi.

Akash Sharma, 5/0 Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 years, Oce. Private Emploves,
/0 BZ-65, M-Block, Dharampura, Majalghar Boad, South West Dallii, N
Delhi.

Dhananjay Kundania, 5/0 Dharam Sing, Aged 21 vears, Uce. Private
Emplovee, Rfo %4-A, E Black, Nirmal Vihar, Gali Mo, Najalghur, Nagloi
Road, New Delhi.

Durgesh Kumar Jha, 5/0 Suma Komar [ha, Aged 21 years, Oce. Privale
Ermployee, B/o Ca5, Vani Vihar Colony, Tlitam Nagar, New Dealhi.

Ashutosh Kumar Jha, 5/0 Suma Kumar Jha, Agced 24 years, Occ. Private
Employee, Rfo €65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nagar, New Delhi

Aman, 570 Avihar Singh, Aged 24 vears, Occ. Private Emploves, B0 75-4,
Chandan Place, Rama Enclave, [harde Road, Najalihar, New Delhi

Kumnal Kapoor, 5 / o Sunil Kapoor, Aped abuout 28 vears, Oce. Private
Employee, R/o T No. 0-23, Kiran Garden, Uttharn Magra, BMew Delli,

Ravi Bhati, 5/ o MNiranjan Kumar, Aged 78 vears, Oue. Private Employves, R o
(-3, Mansarampark, Near Navada Mro Statian, Brindapur, Uttham Nagar,
Mew Delhi.



12 Bahul Magoal, 570 Rakesh nagrpan, Aped 25 years, Do Private Employes,
/o B8, Chon Vihar, Uttham MNagar, Brivwiapur, New Delhi

[4. Rapendra Kurnar, 5o Ramesh emar, Agred 20 vears, Ove. Trivale Employee,
Rio E-118, Galli No.3, Om Vikhar, Utthan Magrar, Mew Delhi.

15 Deepu Manvani, S/o0 Laxmi Chandu Manvan Aped 24 vears, Oce. Private
Employee. I/e NK Uniform Shop, Hasthal Road, 8o Defhi,

16, Chathan Magpal, 5/0 Pawan Eumar, Aged 27 vears, Oce. Private Em|:|11::-}'m':,
/o 1L No. F-29, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar,New Delhi. P Htionersy Accused
MNo.1-9,.12, 16 to 21.

~Metitioner/ Accused Nos, 1t 9, 12, 16 1o 21
AN

1. The State of Telangana, Represented by its Public Prosecutor High Court of
Telangana through Cyberabad Pelice Slation, Cyberabad Districe,

2, 5ri. C. Satyva Kumar, 5/0 C.. Maravana, Aped 41 vaars, Oce. Professor, B/ o 13-
2at LI B Farcognagar, Christian Colony, She nagar

clespondentfcomplainants

Petition under Section 482 of (r.PC praving that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petilion, Hi High Court may
be pleased to call for the records in FIR Mo, 281,202 dated 257372021 registerod
at Shadnagar F'olice Station, Cyberabad and quash the same in the interest ‘of
ustice and pass

LA. NO: 2 OF 2022

Petiion under Section 482 of CrPC praving that in the circumstances
slated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petitivn,the High Court may
be pleased to grant stay all further proceedings in FIR Noo 28172021 dated
23/3/ 2021 registered al Shadnagar Police Stativn, Cyberabad including arrest,
investigation and filing of [inal report in (he interest of justice,

Criminal Petition No: 2622 of 2022

Boebweem:

1. Deepak Choudary S/o Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aged 27 years, Oce. Private
Employee, R/o E-18, Ome Vihar FRamangar Road, Brindadapur, Uttham
Nagar, New Delhi.

2. Vishal Kumar @ Vishal Choulia, 570 Rahul Kamar, F'Lged_ 27 Oee. Private
Employee, R/o MNarsing Apartment, T-3, 4th Eloor, Flat Mo, 7, Vani Vilar,
Uttam Nagar, New Delhi,

4. Krishona Fumar Gulia, Sio Azad Singh Gulia, Aged 29 years, Oce. Private
Emploves, Bfo R243, Narendra Boclave, Nal',_r,hn Foad, NujaFnaEar, RN
L. 7



4. Karan Kumar, S5/a late. Sri Satish Kumar, Aeced 21 vears, Occ Privake

Fmployee, Bio Blat No. 253, 3rd Fleor, Ambarai, Sector-19, Dwaraka, e
Dethi.

Gouray Sharma, 5S¢0 Sunderlal, Aged 21 years, Oce. Private Emploves, Bio
Fat No, 253, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, B8S, Dechakaala, Majabohar Road, New
Malha,

%, Akash Sharma, 570 Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 years, Oce. Mrivate Employes,
R/o RZ-65 M-Blork, Dharampura, Najafghar Road. South West Delhi, New
Drelhi.

7. Dhananjay Kundania, 5/0 Dharam Sing, Aped 21 years, Oue. Privale
Employee, Bfo 94-A, F Block, Nirmal Vibar, Gali Newb, Majatghar, Nagloi
Road, New Delhi. :

8. Durgesh Kumar Jha, S/0 Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 21 vears, Occ. Private
Employee, B0 C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Utllam Nagar, New Delhi.

9. Ashutosh Kumar Jha, 5/0 Suma Kumar Tha, Aged 24 voars, Occ Private
Employee, /o C-A5, Vand Vihar Colony, Uttam Magar, Mew Dethi.

o

10. Aman, 5/0 Avthar Singh, Aged 24 years, Occ. Private Emplovee, /o 75-A,
Chandan Place, Rama Enclave, JThardo Road, Najahzhar, Mew elhi.

Il kunal Kapoor, 5 / o Sunil Kapoor, Aged aboul 2B vears, Occ. Private
Employee, I4/0 H. Mo, [-23, Kiran Garden, Uttham Naga, MNew Dalhi,

12. Ravi Bhatt, 5/0 Miranjan Kumar, Aged 28 vears, Oce. Private Emplayee, BRio
B-34, Mansarampark, Near Navada Mro Station, Brindapuar, Lrtham Magar,
Mewar Dialhi.

13. RBahul Nagrpal, 5/0 Rakesh nagpal, Apged 25 vears, Occ. Private Emploes,
/0 B8, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar, Brindapur, New Dolhi.

14. Rajendra Kumar, 5/0 Ramesh Kumar, Aged 20 vears, Occ. Private Fimployec,
Rio B-118, Galli No3, Om Vihar, Uttham Magar, MNeaw Dl

15 Deepu Manvani, 5/0 Taxmi Chandu Manvani Aged 24 years, O Privake
Employee, /o NK Uniform Shop, Hasthal Road, MNew Delhi

6. Chethan MNagpal, 5/0 Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 vears, Oce. Private Employer,
R0 H. No. I-29, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar,INew Delhi. Petifioners/ Accused
MNo.1-9:12 Thta 71,

Petitioner/Accused Nos. | 109,12, 16 1o 21

AND

. The State of Telangana, Represented by its Public Prosecutor Hich Court of
Telangana,

A, amtb, Mini Saji, W/o Saji Madhavan, Aged 48 years, Oce- Private Leacher, Bfn
H. Mo, 7-2-1027, SRT 772, Sanathnagar, Cyberabad.

Respondent/romplainands

Pelition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the viccomstances
stated 10 the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may



b pleased to call (or the records o FLE Mo, 60472024 dated 18.08.2021 regislered
il Sanathanagar Police Station, Cyberabad and quash the same i the inlerest of
jurstice.

LA NO:2OF 2022

Petitinn under Section 482 of Ce P praving that mn the circumslances
slated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminagl Petition, the High Courl may
be pleased to grant stay all [urther procecdings in FIR No. 604/2021 dated
18.08.2021 repgistered al Sanathanagar Police Station, Cyberabad including arrest,
[iling of investigation and filing of final report in the inlerest of justice

Criminal Petibion Mo 2623 of 2027

Belwean:

1. Deepak Choudary 5/0 Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aged 27 vears, Oce, Private
F-l'r-plmm [/ L—TH Ome Vibar, Ramangar [xU-.-U’.; E-._qu_ia-:_iapur, LUttham
MNajrar, New Dell.

Vishal Kumar @ Vighal Chouha, S/0 Fahul Kumar, Agped 27 Ooc, Privabe
Emploves, E/o Narsing Apartment, 1-5, 4th Floor, Mat Mo, 7, Vani Vihar,
LUttamn INagar, New Delhi.

3. Krishma Kumar Gulia, Sio Azad Sinpgh Culia, Aged 79 years, Occ, Private
Employvee, B/o R-743, Narendra Fnclave, Maglor Road, Majalnagar, New
Jixlhi.

2. Karan Kumar, 5/0 Late. 5ri. Satish Kumar, Aged 21 years, Oce, [*nwt&

Empioyee, Rfo Flat No., 233, 3rd Floor, Ambaroi, Sector-19, Dwaraka, New

[Dalhi,

3. Gourav Sharma, 570 Sunderlal, Aped 21 years, Oce, Private BEmploves, RS o
Flat Moo 253, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, B88, Dechakaula, Najafghar Road, Now
Delhi.

6. Akash Sharma, 570 Sanjuy Sharma, Aged 23 vears, Oce Frivate Emplovee,
/o A6 M-Block, Dharampura, Najatghar Road, South West Delhi, New
Dl

. Lhananay Kundania, 570 Dharam Sing, Aged 21 vears, Occ Privale

Empioyee, R/o 94-A, E Block, Nirmal Vikar, Gali Nob, Najalghar, Nagloi

Road, New Dealhi.

Durpesh Kumar jha, 570 Suma Kumar [ba, Aged 21 years, Occ. Private
Emploves, RS0 C45, Vanr Vihar Colony, Uttam Magar, New Delhi.
Y. Ashutosh Kumar Jha, 5/0 Suma Eumar [ha, Aged 24 vears, oo, Privale
BEmployee, B/ o C-65, Vam Vihar "._:ﬂlli‘.-l'l_':.-'_. Littam Naga r, Mew Delhi

12

o

10, Aman, 5/0 Avthar Singh, Aged 24 years, Ooe. Private Employee, Bfo ¥5-A,
Chandan Place, Rama Enclave, Jhardo Road, Najafghar, New Delhi,

11. Kunal Kapoor, 5 / o Sunil Kapoor, Aged about 28 vears, (oo, Private
Employee, Rfo H. Mo, 1D-23, Kiran Garden, Uitham Naga, MNow Delhi.



12, Ravi Bhah, 5/¢ MNiranjan Kumar, Aged 28 vears, Ooe, Private Emploves, Bfo
B-M, Mansarampark, Near Navada Meo Btation, Brindapirr, Uttham Masar,
MNew Pethi

I3 Rahul Nagpal, 5/¢ Rakesh nagpal, Aged 23 vears, (e Privale Eainploves,
Ko B8 Om Vihar, Uttham Napar, Brindapur, Mew Delhi.

14 Rajendra Kumar, 570 Ramesh Kumar, Aged 20 vears, Oce. Private Employee,
Lo B-118, Galli Na3, Om Viha r. Uttham Nagar, New [elhi.

5 Deepu Manvani, S/0 Laxmi Chandag Manvani Aged 24 vears, Qoe. Private
Emplovee. BR/o NK Uniform Shop, Masthal Road, New Delii

16. Chethan Nagpal, S/0 Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 vears, Oce. Private Emplovee,
Rfo H. No. F-29, Om Vihar, Uttham MNagar, New Delhi Petitioners/ Accused
Mo.l-%, 12, 16 k0 21

~Letitioner/Accused Nos. 1 o $ 12, 16102
AMTY

L TheState of Telangana, Represented by its Public Prosecutor High Court of
Telangana throvgh Cyberabad Police Station, Cyberabad Distric

2. Sri. Sheri Dayakar Reddy, 5/a 5 Mohan Reddy, Aged 30 vears, Oce. Privale
Emplovee, Bio L Nao. 3-6/1, L-City Road, Gowlidoddy, (Cpposite 5B,
Behind [eritase Frash Cwvberabad,

wRespondent/complainants

Potition under Section 482 of CrP.C praying thal in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Caurt auay
be pleased to call for te records in FIR No, 3882021 daved 2274720121 rewistered
al Crachibowli Pelice Station, Cyberabad and quash the same in the interest of
Justice and pass

LA. NO: 2 OF 2022

Petition under Section 482 of CeP.C praying that in he circumstanees
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Fetition, the High Court ey
be pleased to grant slay all further proceedings in FIR No. 28872021 dated
2274720 regislered at Gachibowli Paolice Station, Cyberabad including arrest, in
the interest of justice,

Criminal Petition No: 2624 of 2022

Between:

1. Deepak Choudary S/ Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aged 27 vears, O Private
Emplovee, R/o E-18. Ome Vihar, Ramangar Road, Brindadapur, Uttham
Magrar, Mew Delhi



I

ALY

Vishal Kuinar 28 Vishal Cluha, F;I."Il.'.'l Rzl Ko r. .-'-'l.:';;e,;j 27 Oee Privale
Emploves, Rjo Marsing Apartment, T-5, 4th Floor, Flat No. 7. Yani Yihar,
Littam Magar, WNew Delhi.

krishna Kumar Gulia, Sio Azad Singh Gulia, Aped 29 vears, Oce. Private
Emploves, Bfo [R-743, Narendra Pnclave, Magloi Road, Najafnagar, New
Deihi

Karan Kumar, S/o Late, S0 Salish Kurnar, Aged 21 wears, Oec. Private
Employes, B/o Flat Nao. 233, 3rd Floor, Aumbarol, Sector-19, Dwaraka, New
Dedhi.

Couray Sharma, 570 Sunderlal, Aged 21 vears, Oce. Private Fmployee, Bie
Fiat Mo, 253, Ambrabi, Dhwaraka, B88, Dechakaula, Majatghar Road, MNew
Delhi

Akash Sharma, S/o Sanjay Sharma, Aped 23 years, Oce. Private Employee,
18/ 0 RZ45, M-Block, Dharampura, Najafshar Road, South West Delhi, Now
Lrelbii.

Dhananjay Kundania, 5/0 Dharam Sing, Aged 21 vears, Occ Private
Employee, Rio 94-A, E Block, Nirmal Vihar, Gali No#, Najaighar, Nagloi
Raad, New Delhi.

Durgesh Kumar Jha, 5/0 Suma Kumar jha, Aged 21 years, Oce, Privale
Employes, Efo C-65, Vani Vihar Celony, Uttam Nagar, New Delhi,

Ashufosh Kumar [ha, S/o0 Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 24 vears, Occ Privake
Employee, R/ o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nagar, Mew Delhi

L Aman, 5/0 Avthar Singh, Aged 24 years, Ore, Private Emplovee, /o 75-A,

Chandan Place, Rama Enclave, Thardo Eoad, Majalehar, Now Delhs

cRunal Kapoor, 5 / o Sunil Kapoor, Aged about 28 vears, Occ Privatke

Emploves, R o 11 No. [-23, Kiran Garden, Uttham Naga, New Delhi,

avi Bhat, 5/0 Niranjan Kumar, Aped 28 vears, Oce, Private Emploves, Bio

B-34, Mansarampark, Near Navada Mro Station, Brindapuor, Urtham Magar,
Mew Delhi

CRahul Nagpal, 5/0 Rakesh nagpal, Aged 25 vears, Oce: Private Ernploves,

/o E-8, Om Vihar, Uttham MNagrar, Brindapur, Mew Delhi,

Lajendra Kumar, 5/c Ramesh Kumar, Aged 20 vears, O Private Employee,
B0 E-118, Galli No 3, Om Vihar, Uttham MNa gar, Mew Dhelhi.

Deepu Manvani, 5/o Laxmi Chandu Manvani Aged 24 vears, Oce. Privale
Employvee. B/o NEK Uniform Shop, Hasthal Road. New [elhi

- Lhethan Nagpal, 5/0 Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 voars, (v Private Employee,

1L/ FL No. B-29, Om Vikar, Uttham Napgar New Delhi, Petitioners/ Acoused
Mo 1-9.12, 1680 21,

—PetitionerfAccused Nos, T to 9, 12, 16 to 21

[ he State of Telangana, Represented by its Public Prosecuror H igh Courl ol
Tefangana theough Cyberabad Police Station, Cyberabad District,



£ 5ri. DL Chennapa Reddy, 570 Bal Reddy, Aged 42 yvears, Occ. Business, 117 o
Flat Mo, 21 and 22, G Lrundigal, Cyvberabad

- Respondent/complainants

Petition under Section 482 of Ce.P.C praying that i the crcumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds ot Criminal Petition, the Tigh Court Iy
bBe pleased to call for the records in FIR No. 3642021 dated 1374,/ 2021 registoroed
at Dundigal Police Station, Cyberabad and uash the same in the interesl of justice
and pass

LA. NEX: 2 OF 2022

Petition under Section 482 of Cr PO praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memerandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the [ligh Court may
be pleased pleased 1o prant stay all further proceedings in FIR No. 364/ 2021 dated
I3/4/2021 registered 2l Dundigal Police Station, Cvberabad including arres,
investigation and (iling of tinal report in the interest of justice, pending disposal of
the above Criminal Petition i the interest ot justice.

Criminal Petition No: 2625 of 2022
Belween:

1. Leepak Choudary 570 Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aged 27 vears, Oce Private
Employes, R/o E-18, Ome Vikar, Ramangar Road, Brindadapur, Ulthasm
MNagar, New Delhi,

2. Vishal Kumar = Vishal Chouha, 5fo Rahul Kumar, Apged 27 Occ, Private
Employee, Kfo Marsmg Apartment, T-3, 4th Floor, Flat No. 7. Yani Vihar,
Uttam Magar, New Delhi,

3. Krnshna Kumar Gulia, Sio Avad Singh Gulia, Apred 29 years, Ove, Private
Emplovee, R/o R-Z43, Marendra Enclave, Magion Road, Majalnagar, SNew
Dethi.

4. Karan Kumar, S0 Late. Sri. Satish Kumar, Aped 21 vears, Occ. Private
Eroployes, R0 Flat Mo, 233, 3rd Floor, Ambaroi, Sector-19, Duwaraka, New
Crelbi.

2. Lourav Sharma, 5/ 0 Sunderlal, Aged 21 years, Qce, Private Emplover, R0
Flat No. 233, Aunbrahi, Dwaraka, B88, Dechakaula, Najalghat Road, MNews
Dielhi.

6. Akash Sharma, 570 Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 years, Occ. Private Employer,

Efo RL-63, M-Block, Dharampura, Najafghar Road, South West Delhir, Now

Crelhi,

Dhananjay Kundania, 570 Dharam Sing. Aged 21 years, Occ Privale

Employee, B/a 94-A, T Block, Nirmal Vihar, Gali No#, Najafghar, Magloi

Road, Mew Delhi

f. Durgesh Komar [ha, 570 Suma Kamar Jha, Aged 21 vears, Occ Private
Employes, R o C-65, Mani Vihar Colony, Uttarn MNagar, NMew Delhi

=]



0

10.

11.

12,

6.

AND

=l

gl ted

Ashulosh Kumar Tha, S/a Suma Kumar [ha, Aved 24 vears, Oce, Prevale
Employee, B0 C-63, Vani Vihar Coleny, Utiam MNagar, Mew Delhi.

Aman, 550 Avibar Singh, Aged 24 yrars, Oce, Private Emplovee, o 75-4,
Clandan Place, Rama Enclave, [hardo Road, Majatghar, MNew Delhi

Funal Kapoor, 5 / o Sunil Kapoor, Aped about 28 years, O, Privale
Fraployee, /0 H. No. D023, Kiran Garden, Uttham Naga, New Delhi,

avi Bhat, S/ o Miranjan Kumar, Apged 28 vears, Oce. Privare Emplover, R/o
B34, Mansarampark, Near Navada Mro Station, Brindapur, Litham Nagar,
MNow Delh S

- Rahul Nagpal, 5/0 Rakesh nagpal, Aged 25 vears, (e Privale Emplovee,

[/ 0 E-8, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar, Brindapur, New Delhi,

Rajendra Kumar, 5/0 Ramesh Kumar, Aged 20 vears, Qve. Privale Employee,
B o 1118, Gallt Na 3, Om Vihar, Uttham Magar, New Dalhi.

- Deepe Manvani, 5/0 Laxmi Chandu Manvani Aged 24 years, Oce. Private

Fraployee, B/o MK Uniform Shop, Hasthal Road, MNew Delh

Chethan Nagpal, 5/0 Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 vears, Oce. Private Ermplonise,
Rio L No. F29, Om Vikar, Uttham Nagar,New Delbi. Petitioners, Accused
Mea 1-9 172, Ta Lo 21,

~Petitioneg/Accused Nos, Tle 9 12 16 to 21

The State of Telangana and Another, Eepresented by irs Public MProsccutar,
High Court of Telangana.

Sri. Malugula Raju, /0 M, Ramulu, Aped 43 yvears, Oce. Flecttician, /o H.
Mo, 49-190/94, NTR Nagar, Chinthal, Quthbullapur, Balanagar Cyberabad.

s Respondentfcomplainants

Petitton under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying thal in the circumstances
im the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, Lhe Hiph Court may

be pleased to call for the records in FIR No. 027027 dated 17 /087 2021 registered
at Balapagar (Y6 Police Station, Cyberabad and quash the same in the interest of
justice.

LA NCH2OF 2022

slaledd

Petibon under Scection 482 of CrlP.C praying that in the ciccumstances
i the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may

be pleased to prant stay all further proceedings in FIR Mo, 40272021 dated
1708/ 2021 registered at Balanagar {CYB) Police Statinn, Cyberabad ineluding

ATIEEL,

tnvestigation and fling of final report in the inberest of justico.

Crimninal Petition No: 2626 of 2022

et oo



1,
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9,
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11,

Deepak Choudary 5/0 Girdhan Lal Choudary, Aped 27 vears, Occ Private
Empleyvee, Rfo E-18 Ome VYihar, Ramangar Road, Brindadapur, Uttham
Magar, New Dueihi.

Vishal Kumar @ Vishal Chouha, Sfo Rahul Kumar, Aged 37 Oce Private
Emplovee, B/o Marsing Apartment, 1-5 4ih Floor, Flar No. 7, Vani Vihar,
Littam Nagar, MNew Delin

Krishna Kumas {J‘l]li”l. Llix Azad ":|||;'|E5l|‘| If_:uIi_;-]_. |'J":.F_;IL’LE 24 WEArS, e Privale
Employec, R/v R-743, Narendra Fnclave, Nagloi Road, Majufnagar, New
Dealhi.

Karan Kumar, 570 Late Sr. Satish Kumar, Aol 27 years, Oco. Private
Emploves, B/o Flal No. 233, 3rd Floor, Ambaro, Sector-19, Dwaraka, New
13l ha,

Gourav Sharma, 5/0 Sunderlal, Aged 21 years, Oce. Private Employer, 18/
Flat Moo 253, Ambrah:, Dwaraka, B38, Dechakaala, Najalghar Road, New
el

Akash Sharma, 570 Sanjay Sharma, Aged 73 years, Oce. Private Employee,
Rfe 265, M-Block, Dharampura, Najafghar Foad, South West Delhi, MNaw
Delhi,

Dhananjay Kundania, 5/0 Dharam Sing, Aped 21 years, Oee. Private
Brmploves, R/o %4-A, E Block, Nirmal Vihar, Gali Mo, MNajatghar, Nagloi
Road, New Delhi '
Durgesh Kumar Jha, 5/0 Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 21 years, Qcc. Private
Employee, Rfo C 65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttarm Nagar, New Delhi,

Ashutosh Kumar Jha, 5750 Suma Kuwmar Jha, Aped 24 vears, (oo, Private
Employves, R o C-03, Vani Vihar Colony, Utlarm MNagar, New Delhi.

Aman, 570 Avihar Singh, Aged 24 years, Oce, Private Emplovee, Bfo #5-4,
Chandan Place, Eama Et‘!_l:l._?_"."lj. jJ]drn:]n Road, Na_jg,{gharl Menw Nalhi,

Kunal Kapoor, 5 / o Sunil Kapoor, Aped about 28 years, Occ. Privake
Employec, Bfo 11 Mo, D-23, Kiran Garden, Uttham MNaga, New Delhi.

12, Ravi Bhati, 570 Miranjan Kumar, Aged 28 vears, Occ. Private Employeoe, R/o

13.

14.

15.

B-34, Mansarampark, MNear NMavada Mro Station, Brindapur, Uttham Magrar,
New Lelhi.

Eahul Magpal, 5/0 Rakesh nagpal, Aged 25 years, Oce. Private Emplover,
B/o E-B, Cm Vihar, Uttham MNagar, Brindapur, Mew Delhi.

Rajendra Kumar, 5/0 Ramesh Kumar, Aped 20 years, Oce, Privale ]fﬂl,‘_..‘li-:‘.lj.rm-'-.
R/o E-118, Galli No.3, Orm Vihar, Uttham Nagar, New Delhi,

Beepu Manvani, 5/0 Laxmi Chandu Manvani Ared 24 years, Qo DMrivake
Employee. /o NK Uniform Shop, Hasthal Road, New Delhi.

16. Chethan Nagpal, 5/0 Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 years, Oce. Private Employee,

AND

BEfo H No. F-29, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar Mew Delhi. Petioners Accused
MNe1-9, T2, 16 to 21,

--Petitioner/Accused Nos. 1T ko 9,12, 16 to 21



L The Slate of Telangana, Bepresented by its Public Prosecutor, High Court of
lelasyrana throug b Cyberaliad Police Station, Cyvberabad Districe

2. Ay Kolamuadi Dhananjava, 5700 Koteshwar Rag, Aged H vears, Ooc Tailor,
B/ o Flat No. G-1, Sheva Aparliment, Pragathi Magar, Cyberabal.

allespondentfcomplainants

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in Lhe circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may
be: pleased to call for the records in FIR No. FA7 L2021 dated 6,4.2021 registered at
Bachupaily Police Station, Cyberabad and quash the same in the interest of justice
and pass

LA NO:2QF 2022

Petiftion under Section 482 of CrP.C praving that in the drecumstances
staled in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may
be pleased to grant stay of all [urther proceedings in FIR No. 277/2021 duted
642021 registered at Bachupally Police Station, Cyberabad including arrest,
investigation and tiling of final report, pending disposal of the above Criminal
Petition in the inlerest of justice,

Criminal Petition No: 2627 of 2022

Belwern:

I Dreepak Choudary 570 Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aged 27 vears, Oce. Private
Employee, R F-18, Ome Vikar, Ramangar Road, Brindadapur, Utthar
Magar, Mesw Delhn

Vishal Kumar @ Vishal Chooha, S/o0 Rahul Kumar, Aged 27 Oce, Private

Emplovee, Bfo Marsing Apartment, T-5, 4th Floor, Flat No. 7, Vani Vikar,

Uttam MNagar, New Delhi,

3. Krnshna Kumar Gulia, Sio Azad Singh Gulia; Aped 29 years, Occ. I"rivate
Frployee, /o K-243, Narendra Enclave, Naglol Road, Majalnagar, New
Dt

4. Karan Kumar, 5/0 Lale. 5. Satish Kumar, Aged 21 years, Oce, Private

Ernployvee, Rfo Flat Noo 253, 3rd Floor, Ambaroi, Sector-19, Dwaraka, MNew

Chedd. -

Gourav Sharma, 570 Sunderlal, Aged 21 years, Oce. Private Employee, Ko

Flat Mo, 253, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, BES, Dechakaula, Najafghar Hoad, Mew

el i

B Akash Sharma, 570 Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 years, Oce, Private Employee,

o Be-6h, M-Block, Thharampura, MNajafehar Road, South Wesl Delli, MNew

LAzl

hananjay  Kundania, %/0 Thharam Sing, Apged 21 vears, QOcc. Privale

Emplovee, Fio 94-A I Block, Nirmal Vihar, Gali Mo, Magatizhar, Naglai

Eoad, New [Delhi

_rq

[*2)

]



10,

11

12,

1.

AND

Purgesh Eumar [ha, 570 Suma Komar [ha, Aged 21 years, Oce, Privage
Employee, £/ 0 C-03, Vani Vihar Colany, Uttam NMagar, New Delh

Ashutosh Kumar Jha, 550 Suma Kumar Jha, Aped 24 viears, Oco, Privale
Employee, R0 C05, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Magar, Mew Delhi.

Aman, 5700 Avthar Singh, Aped 24 vears, Oce Private Braploves, Bio 73-A,
Chandan Place, Rama Enclave, [hardo Road, Majafghar, how Delhi,

Kunal Kapoor, 5 7 o Sunil Kapoor, Aged about 28 vears, Qoo Private
Emplovec, Ria TT No, (22, Kiran Garden, Uttham Naga, Mew Delhi,

Kavi Bhati, 5/0 Niranjan Kimnar, Aped 28 years, Oce. Privite Employes, /o
B-34, Mansarampark, Mear Navada hreo Station, Brindapur, Uttharm MNagar,
Mooy Delhi.

Rahul Nagpal, 5/0 Rakesh nagpal, Aged 25 years, Oce. Private Employee,

Ao EH, Om Vihar, Uttham I"{-ut‘rlar, Brindapue, New Dalhi,

4. Rapendra Kumar, 5/0 Ramesh Kumar, Aped 2H) vears, Oce. Private Hmplovee,

E/o B-118, Galli Mo 3, Om Vihar, Uttham Magar, Mew Delhi,

> Deepy Manvani, 570 Lawmi Chandu Manvani Aged 24 vears, Ovc. Private

Employee, RS o MK Uniform Shop, Hasthal Road, New Delhi,

Chethan Nagpal, 5/0 Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 years, Occ. Private Employee,
Rfo H. No. =28, Om Vihar, Uttharm Nagar,New Delhi. Petitioners/ Accused
Ne.1-2,12, 16 to 21

~.Petitioner/Accused Nos. 1 to 9, 12, 16 to 21

The State of Telangana and another, Represented by its Public Prosecutor
High Court of Telangana,

Sri. Mocherla Jaya Kishove, 570 Yacobu, Aged 32 vears, Oce, Accountant, [ 0
Plot Na. 57, Road MNoB, Manikonda Garden, Puppalruda ‘u’iElager Gandiiu:t
bandal.

wRespondent/complainants

Petition under Seclion 482 of Cr.PC praying that in the circumstances

staled in the Memorandum ol Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Courl may
be pleased to call for the records in FIR Mo 108672021 dated 14.9.2021 registered
at Marsingi (CYB] Police Station, Cyberabad and dquash the same in the mberest af
justice.

LA. NO: 2 OF 2022

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying Lhat in the circumstances

stated in the Memorandom of Grounds of Crirninal Pebition, he High Court may
be pleased to granl stay of all turther proceedings in FIR No. 1085/ 2021 dated
14.9.2021 registered at Narsingi (CYE) Police Station, Cyvberabad including arrest,
investigation and [iling ot final report, pending disposal of the above Criminal

Pelitiom in the interest of jastice



Criminal Petifion lNo: 2628 of 2022

Between:

l.

|

=]

10

1

12

13

14.

16.

Doepak Choudary 5/0 Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aged 27 years, Qee Private
E:|'11'-|||':'1'-;'. oo B-18 Ome ilar Rm'rls'.nj_;ar I":_ﬁfu:l,, Brindadapur, Uttham
Magar, New Delhi.

Vishal Komar @ Vishal Chouha, 5/0 Rahul Kumar, Aged 27 Occ, Private
Tm| loeee, RAo Marsing Apartment, 1-5, 4th Floor, Flat Mo, 7, Vani Vihar,
Ulttam Nag:u. New Delfi.

Ershng Furmar Gubia, Sio Aead Singh Gulia, -J..gel.:l 29 years, (Jec. Private
Eaploves, Rfo R-Z43, Marendra Enclave, Nagloi Road, Najafnagar, New

Tt b,

[Caran Kumar, Sf0 Late. Sric Satish Kuamar, .nf:—ﬁi 21 years, Occ. Private
Employes, RFo Flat Noo 253, 3rd Floor, Ambarot, Sector-19, Dwaraka, New
Delhi.

Gourav Sharma, /0 Sunderlal, Aged 21 years, Oce, Private Employee, R/ o
Flal MNo. 253, Acnbrahi, [Deearaka, BRR, Dechakaula, Maja_fgI‘Lar Eoad, Mew
Prethi.

Akash Sharma, 5/0 Sanjay Bharma, Aged 23 years, Occ. Private Emplovee,
BEfo RZ65, M-Block, Dharampura, Najafphar Road, South West Delhi, Mew
Diel b, '

Dhanangzy  Kundania, 5/0 Dharam 5ing, Aged 21 vears, Occ. Private
rmpluﬂ.w Rin 94-A, E Block, Nirmal Vihar, Gali No.é, MNajafphar, Maglo:

Foad, MNew Delhi.

Durgesh Kumar Jha, 540 Suma Kumar Tha, Aged 21 years, Occ. Privale
Emplovese, Bfo C6h, Vani Vilwuar Coolony, Uitam Nagar, INew Delhi,

Ashutosh Eumar Jha, 5/0 Suma Kumar Jha, Aped 24 years, Occ. Private
Emploves, /o C62, Vani Vihar Coleny, Ut Nagar, New Delhi.

Aman, 5 0 Avibar S Jl ""ur w24 YT, e, Private Emp oyee, Efo 75-A,
Chandan Place, Rama Enclave, fha:rdu Hued Majafghar, MNew Dethi.

Kunal Kapoor, 5 / o Sunil Kapoor, Aged about 28 years, Occ, Private
Frnploves, Bfo H F'uL‘s [1-23, KI[;IL'lLdl'dL‘H Uttham Naga, Tew Dalhi.

Rawvi Bhah, 570 Niranjan Kumar, Aped 28 vears, Oce. Private Employee, [/ o
B-3, Mansarampark, Near Navada Mro '::-Lall.m't Brindapur, Uttham MNagar,
Mew Delbi

Rahul Nagpal, 5/0 Rakesh nagpal, Aged 25 years, Oce. Private Emplovee,
B B, Om Vihar, Uttham MNagar, Brindapur, New Delhi,

Rajendra Kumar, 570 Kamesh Kumar, Aged 20 years, Oce, Private Employee,
R0 B-118, Gallt No 3, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar, Mew Delhi,

- BPoecpu Manvani, 550 Laxmi Chandu Manvani AL;HLE 24 YEATS, Cioc, Privale

Emplovee. R0 NE Uniform Shop, Hasthal Road, New Delhi

Chethan Nagpal, 570 Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 years, Oce. Private Employee,
o H No F-29, Om Vibar, Uttham NagarNew Delbi. Petitioners/ Accused
Mo 1M, 12, 16 21,



~JetitionerfAccused Nos. 1 te 9, 12, 16 10 2]
AN

1. TheState of Tela ngana and another, Represented L1_-.- it Mzl Proaceabar
ngh Clomart nf Tl?!an_;rla M

I~

ari. G Rajanikanth, 5/0 G, Ram Maohan Rao, Agad 41 years, Oce. Private
Employee, R/o T No. 5-1-49, B[P Oifice Road, Kukatpally, Hyderabad,

wRespondenl/Complainants

Petiion under Section 482 of CrP.C praying thal in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may
be pleased to call for the records in FIR Mo, 1048/2071 dated 25.9.2021 repristerad
at Kukatpally Police Station, Cyberabad and quash the same in the interest of
justice,

LA. NO: 2 OF 2022

Petition under Section 482 of CrP.C praving that in the circumslances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may
be pleased to granl stay all further proceedings in FIR No. 1048/2021 dated
23.9.2021 registered at Kokatpally Police Station, Cyberabad including arrest,
investigation and filing of final repart in the interest of justice.

Counsel for the Petitioners:- SKI. P. SHHASHI KIR AN

The Court made the following: COMMON ORDER



THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE K.LAKSHMAN

CRIMINAL PETITION NOs.1232, 1262, 1264, 1265,
1271, 2582, 2583, 2584, 2585, 2586, 2587, 2588,

2589, 2590, 2591, 2592, 2618, 2619, 2620, 2621,
2622, 2623, 2624, 2625, 2626, 2627 AND 2628 OF
2022

COMMON ORDER:

The fis involved in these two barches of eriminal petitions iz
the same and therefore, they were heard together and are heing
disposed of with the following common order.

2. These Criminal Pelition are filed under Section - 482 of
the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 (for short, “the CrP.C7) to
quash the proceedings in the First Information Reports the details
of which are mentioned in a tabular form helow,

3. The Criminal Petitions vide Crl.P.Nos, 1212, 1262, 1264,
1265 and 1271 of 2022 (hereinafier called ‘Batch I") are filed by
the Petitioners who are arruipned as Accused Nos. 22 and 23 in-
various Fiest Information Reports.{FIRs).

4. The Criminal Petitions vide Crl.P.Noes. 2582, 2583, 2584,
2585, 2586, 2587, 2588, 2589, 2500, 2500, 2592 261E, 2619,

2620, 20621, 2622, 2623, 2624, 2025, 2626, 2627 and 2628 of 2022



(hereinafier called ‘Ratch [1') are filed by the Petitionars who ave
arraigned as Accused Nos. 22 and 23 in various FIR=.

% In both these batehes, the Petitioners seck clubhing of
multiple FIRs registered against them and quash the same apains
them.

fi. Heard Sri R.Chandra Shekhar Reddy, learned counsoi,
representing 5ri Ch.Venkat Raman, lesmned counsel for the
petitioners and Sri Khaja Vizarath Ali, leamed Assistant Public
Prosecutor for the Stale. Perused the record.

FACTS OF THE CASES

1. The genesis of filing these criminal petitions in both the
batches is an alleged online fraud, According to the FIRs and the
case remand dianes 0 all these cases, one Despak Chaudry
(Petitioner No. | in Batch 1T) along with other accused used Lo run
a fake call center in Noida. He used to purchase dara of people who
were RBL credit card holders and in somie cases other eredit card
halders from one [avi Bhati (Petitioner Mo, 12 in Batch [1), ARer
collecting such data, the other accused would call the credit card
nolders impersonating themselves as emplovees of such hank's

credit card depactiment. The accused would ask for detsils like the



credit eard number, OTP, OVVY, ete. from the victims. The said
credentials were used by the accused to make payments using
wihsiles  wwwekaimobifecom,  www Global FashionFreak com,
v Ciladadbrandbucket. com, weow Boash 247 i wanw Beash 2457
corm) designed and developed by Vishal Kumar {Pelitioner No. 2
in Balch 1T} and Krishnan Kumar Gulia (Petitioner Mo, 3 in Batch
[}, These websites were linked to payment gateways like Paytm
and Reeor pay and these payment gateways were in wm linked 1o
the bank accounts of Gouray Sharma (Peutoner Na. 5 in Barch 1D,
Akash Sharma (Petitioner Mo, 6 in Batch 1) and one Anitha

8. It is specifically alleged that the Petitioners { Accused Nos.
22 & 23) in Batch II are also involved in the running of fake call
centers and they are the sisters of the main accused Deepak
Chaudry. Tt is also alleged that they were also involved in making
-::allls and collectung credit card credentials from the vicims,

9. Using this modus operandi, various calls were made to
various people and they were duped of lakhs of rupees. Therefore,
various crimes were registered against the accused/Petitioners

nerein and the details of the same are provided below:
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ey Mo ancd | of Kepisna | Station . | of Comp- Cffences
FIm L1on [z
| i, o
I 11332 | 359 [ 072021 Cvber Fapamuri Sections 6K,
ol of crimes | venkata 471, 420 plw
it 2021 [3alaji Seclion 120 of |
. | the 1PC and
Sections GOC &
| , 660 of  the
Information
| | Techrolopy
Act, 2000 (IT
A, 20007
2 | 264 n&l F2.067 2020 | Dundigal | Behara { Bectinns 468,
of af Shanmuka | 471, 420 of the
2002 1 Fao P arul
Scctions A6C &
660 of the [T
At 2000,
31262 |41 | 0102021 | Cyber | GRajani | Seclion 430 of
al ol Crimes | kanth the IPC  and
2022 | 202! Scctions 660 &
660 of the IT
Act, 2000, |
4 [ 1268 | 705 | 19.072021 | Gachi Lppala Section 420 of
if af Bow]i Bhadm the JPC  and
2022 | 20Z1 | Reddy Seclions 660 &
i GO of the [T
[ Act 2000
5 1127 | 9ee | 05002021 | Maitar | Pur Sectian 420 of |
af of | devpally | Gopal the [PC and
2022 | Sections 66C &
680 of the IT
Aot 20000, |
G| 2382 | 309 | 13042021 | Jagath | Gottapu | Section 290 af |
al ol giriguita | Chandu the (PC and
dzpo | 2 Sections HGC &
660 of the |T
Act, 2000,
1 = EETTE = =]
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| 7 AEEG 127 200LMIEG {'_'_.'h-':_r Saraswalht ?-;Eq_'-[ia-ﬂ. 219 & !
al i Crimes Dibrimiz- 421 ol the [PC
2022 2020 Fatj and  Heclons
66C & 600 of
- the 110 At
2L,
8 | 2584 |3 04.04.2021 | Guehi | Dasari Section 430 of |
af ol el Wishal Pthe 1P and
022 | 2021 Reddy Sechung 650 A
_ Golr ol the [T
Act, 2061,
O | 2585 4of | ID01.2020 | Cyber | N. Pallavi | Sections 419 &
of 2020 ¢ | Crimes | Reddy | 420 of the [PC
2122 and Scotions
GGC & G012 of
the IT0 ‘et |
| 000,
10 | 2586 | 500 | 1906.2021 | Shad [ Section 420 of
af o namar Santosh the [P and
2022 2U2] | ! | Beclions &6 &
i Gl af the [T
[ At 2000,
Il | 25E7 Q17 19.07. 2021 | Miyapur | Abbaraju | Section 420 af
o at Mirmala the  IPC and
2022 | 2R Bevtions GO &
Gald} of the IT
| Aet, 2000
(12 [ 2388 | ays | 25093021 | KPHB | Barick | Section 420 of
of ol Colony | Pradeep the IPC  and
23 202 Kumar Section 660 of
the [T  Act
| l 2000
| _—
13 | 75B% | 830 | 3082021 | Gachi | Sanyasmi | Scetion 420 of |
aE afl | bowli | Mayek the PO and |
| 2prn | 2021 Section G501 of
{the [T Act,
| 2000,




A

| 14 T 2500 G635 | 1RO 207 | lama M. Section 420 ol |
of al | charmdra | Chandra the [ and
| 2022 2 plram TH R sechions G0 &

' 660 of the [T
A, 00,

15 | 2599 683 [ 08073037 | Kukar ¢ Nagendra | Scetion 420 of
al of pat |y Tiwari the IPC  and
2022 | 2021 Sections 6G0C &

6o1Y of the IT

| N B Act, 2000,

16 | 2592 37 01062021 | Pe Vishwam | Section 420 of
of | of Basheer | ber the IPC  and
2022 | 0 bad Choubey | Sections 660 &

G0 ol the IT
At 2000,

17 | 2618 [ 322 | 07.06.2021 | Shamir | Anj| Section 420 of
of al el Chakra- the TPC  and
202y | 2021 varthy section  66Cal

Mangam the 1T  Acl,
2004,

(1B 12619 | 854 [ 08092071 | Mailsr | Syed Section 420 of |
ol ar devpally | Junaid Al | the IPC  apd
202z | 2021 Sections 66C &

GO of the 1T
| Act, 2000,

19 12620 | 1760 | 31082021 Ramendra | Sl Section 420 af |
af ul nagal Koazam the IPC  apd
2022 | 2l | Sections 660 &

660 of the [T
Aet, 2000,

20 (262t | 281 | 25002007 | Shad | C.Satva | Seciion 830 of
| of of | fagar Kumar the TPC  and

| {2002 | 2021 | Sections 660 &

| 66D of the IT
Act, 2000.

21 12622 | 604 | IBORI02] | Sanaths | Mini S | Section 430 of |
iaf al nags | the. 1PC  and
2022 2021 Scclions GO0 &

Gal of the IT
At 2000,




22 | 2623 88 22,04 202 | Gache Shen " Sechon 420 af
af’ al’ bl Davaliar the IPC and
222 | AR Heddy SechantAl) ol

the [T Act,
2000,
| 25 | 2624 | 364 | 13042021 | Dundigal | Devarapu | Section 420 of |
ol of Chenappa | the PG and
2027 2121 | Feedidy Leciion Ba0 al
thee [T “Agt
T e — | EI:II:II:I R —1

S R allZ IPO0R L | Bala Faju section 220 ol |
of ol nagar Malugda | the P00 and
2022 (2021 | Seclions 660 &

[ GG ol the IT

e Act, 2000,

25 | 2626 277 | 06.052021 | Bachu Kolemudi  © Section 420 of
of af pal |y Drhanar- the IPC  and
2022 | 2021 B - Sectians 660 &

P a6l of the T

- = ez i Act, 2000,

20 [ 2627 HigG | 12002021 | Naringi | Mocherla | Ssction 420 of
of el Jaya the IMC and
2022 | 200 Kishoe | 66D of the [T

| | ae 2000

27 | 262E 4% | 25002020 | Eouka (i, Bajani- | Section 420 of
af nf pally kanth | the 1PC  and
2022 | 204 Seotions 00U &

BREY ol the [T
b | AL, 2000,

The Petitioners in hoth the batches contend that FiRs [iled against

therm contain same allegations. Therefore, they have to be ciubbed

logether and gquashed in the present proceedings.



. CONTENTIONS OF THE PETITIONERS:-

1. The police have registered similar erimes for the sane sel
of lacts and identical cause of action. The sald Crimes
should be clubbed together as multiple regstration of

FIRs is impermissible on the same set of ficts,

L. Reliance was placed on K. Mathamma v. State of
Telangana', Jakka Vipod Reddy v. State of
Telangana’, Krishnalal Chawla v, State of Uttar
Pradesh’. Samatha Naidu v. State of Madhya
Pradesh”. Arnab Hanjan Goswami v. Union of India’,
dakir Hussain Rasangi v. State of Andhry Pradesh”,
Amithhai Anil Chnadra Shah v, Central Burcan of
Investigation’, Yanob Shaik v. State of West Bengal”,
Alkberuddin Owaisi v. State of Andhra Pradesh” .

Muniappan v. State of Tamil Nadu", Upkar Singh v,

V02T (6 ALD 693

2021 (2) Law Summary 14= 20212 ALT(CA) 71
L2021 5 500 435

T {2020) 5 5CC 378

* (2020) 14500 12

C 2008 (1) ALD 180 (DR

T {0026 SCC 148

F2017Y 6 500 478

T (I013) 6 ALT 10

01059 SCC 567



0

Ved Prakash' and Ramadugy Ombkar Varma v
Ashok Naik'® 10 contend that multiple FIRs cannot be

registered,

1l Reliance was placed on T.T. Anthony v, State of
Kerala'' to contend that the subsequent FIRs are o be

treated as statements of the apgrieved persons.

iv. 1o Bawch [, it was contended that there was no whisper
aboul the participation of the Petitioners therein in the
cormmission of the alleped offences. No specific role 1s
aseribed and no specific allegations are made against Lthe

Petitioners. There is no nexus between Lthe Petitioners and

the de facto complainants as such the proceedings are (0
be quashed. Further, the Petiioners were arrayed as

accused anly because they were sisters of Accused Na. 1.

v. Mo prima Facic case is made out and the ingredients of

Section 420 ol the [TC, are not satisfiad,

' 2004) 13 800292
M2000) | ALD 424
Hann (6) SCC 131



il

[, CONTENTIONS OF RESPNODENT NO.I — STATE:-

1. Al the affences are [odgead by different victims. Hence,
different FIRs were registered following this Court's
order in K. Mathamma (Supra). The cause of action is
different in different crimes. Therelore, repisieatian of

multiple I'IRs is justified,

. Further, serious allegations exist against the Pelitioners
and investipation s Underway.  Prima facie,  the
ingredients of the alleped offences ure satjsfied. At the
stage of investipation, the proceedings cannol be quashed
considering the nature of allegations and the extent of

fraud.

FINDINGS OF THE COURT:-

12. The first question to be decidad by this Court is whether
tegistration of multiple FIRs against the Petitioners herein is
permissible and whether such FIRs can he clubbed together, The
Petitioners in both the hatches contended that the allegations and

the alleged offences in all the FiRs are the same. Therefare, they

should be clubbed together with the first FIR and other FIRs shall



pe reated as siatements under Section 161, On the other hand, it
was contended for Respondent No. | that alleped offences were
commitied against various persons. Hence, the offences are
scparate and cannot be clubbed togerther.

3. AL this junclure, 1L.35 apposite to teter to the relevant
decisions of the Supreme Count and this Court that deal with
registration of multiple FIRs, In T.T. Antony {supra), the Supreme
Court held that a second FIR arising out of the same occurrence or
incident i impermissible under the Cr.P.C.

20 Fram the above discussion it [oliows that under the
scheme ol the provisions of Sections 134, 1355, 136, |57,
La2, 169, 170 and 173 CrPC only the earliest or the st
information in regard (o the commission of a cognizable
oltence salishes the requirements of Section 154 CrPC.

Thus fhere can be no second FIR and consequently there

can__be no fresh  investization _on _receipt af every

srubsegquent infarmation in respect of the same cognizabls

affence or e same accurrence oF inctden? giving rise to

onre  or  move  cognizable  effences.  On receipt of

mformation aboul a copoizable offence or an incident
glving rise to a copgnizable offence or offences and on
entering the FIR o the station house diary, the officer in
charpe ol a police station has o nvestigate not merely the

cogiizable offence reporded in the FIR bot also other



eonnecicd oflences fourd o have been commitied in the
eourse of the same lransaction or the same oceurrence and

file one or more reports as provided in Section |73 Cr,

4. In Upkar Singh (supra), Lhe Supreme Court clarilving
the decision in 1.T. Antuny {Supra) held as follows;

17. 1t is elear from the words cmphasised hereinabove in
the above quotation. this Court in the case ol I.T.
Antony v. State of Kergla [[2001) & SCC 181 : 2001 5CC
(1) 1ME] has not excluded the registration of a complaint
in the nature of a comnler-case from the purview of the

Code. In aur epinion, this Conrt in that case anly freld

that any further complaint by the sume cerpaingne o

otfrers against the same wccused, subseguent fo the

regisiration of a case, Is prohibited wnder the Code

becanse _an investication in this _repard would hove

already starfed and further complaint geainst the e

accused will amount to an iBproverent an the firety

mentioned in the ariginal complaint, fhence  will fie

profiibited under Section 162 of the Code. his prohibition

noticed by this Court, in our opinion, does not apply 1o
counter-complamt by the aceused in the first complaint or
on his behalf alleging a different version of the said
incedent,

15. In Arnab Goswami (Supra), multiple FIRs were
regisicred based on a3 TV show aired on a particular date

(21.04,2020). The Supreme Court held that the cause of action



all the FHEs was the same TV show. Therelore, the Court held thar
e subsequent FIR can be registered in respect of the same offence
arising, out of the same occurrence or incident. The relevant
paragraph is extracted below:

36. These principles were reiterated by a two-Judpe Benek
of this Ciourt I Babubhai v, State af’
Criiaral | Bububhai v. State of Gujarat, (20100 12 SCC 254
SE0LLY ERCC (Cri) 336] . Dr B.5. Chauhan, J, ohserved:
(SCC p. 263, para 21)

"2 Insuch a cuse the court has o examine the Mets and
cireumstances giving rise to both the FIRs and the st of
samenass 15 to be applied o find oul whether both the
FIRs relate to the same incident in respect of the same
cecurrencs or are in eegard o the incidents which are two
or more parts of the same transaction. If the answer is in
the affizmative, the second FIR is liable 1o be quashed,
However, in case the contrary is proved, where the version
in the second FIR is different and they are in respect of the
ped dilferent  incidentsicrimes, the sccond FIR s
permussible. In case in respect of the same incident the
accused in the [irst FIR comes forward with a diflerent
version or courderclaim, investipation on hoth the FFl1Rs
has 1o be conducted,™

This Cavrr held that the relevant enguiry: is whether two or

muwe WKy relate o the same incident wr relaie to

e veleats wilich form part of the same transactions [ the




[+

subsequent IR relaies o different incidenty or crimes or

s _in the form ol g cowiter-claum, investivalion  may

proceed. {See alsu in this context ChivraShivea; v, State of
AL |ChirraShivrgi v, State of AP, (2010} 14 50C 444 ;
(2011) 3 SCE (Cri) 757} and Chirag M. Pathab v,
Dolipben Konttal Porel |Chirag M. Pathak v, Dallpben
Kantilal Patel, (20N8) 1 SCC 330 @ (2M18) | SCC (Cri)
364] ]

6. In Krishna Lal Chawla {Supra), the Supreme
Court reiterated the principles laid down in I.T. Antony
{Supra) and Upkar Singh (Supra) and held as follows:

L This  Court _in Upkar  Singh {Upkar  Singh v, Ved
Prakash, (2004) {3 SCC 292 - 2005 SCC ¢Cri) 211] has

clearly stafed rhar any further complaint by the sanme

complainant apaingi the same accused, after the case ras

already  been  registered, will be deemed fo be an

HIproveinen s frem thi arfoinal complaint,

Thouah Upkar  Singh (Hpkar Sireph v. Ved  Prakasi,
(2004) 13 SCC 292 ; 20053 SCC (Cri) 211 was rendered

in the confext of o case invelving copnizabie efferces,

the same principle would also apply where a person gives

tnformation _ of  a  pon-caprizable afferce  and

subsequently lodpes o private complaint with respect to

the same offence against the same accused person. Fven
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i a non-coznizable case, the police officer afier the order
of the Magistrate, s cmpowered o investgate the offence
i the same manner as o cognizable case, except the power
ro arcest withoul & warrant. Therefore, the complainant
cannol subyect the pecused to g double whammy of
wmvestipanion by the police and  nguiry before  the
Magistrate.

L7, In C. Muniappan {Supra), the Apex Court held that two
ar more crimes can be clubbed it the circumstances and facts
indicate that the second crime was connected or was a resull of the
first crune, The relevant portton 1s extracted below:

37. The submission on behall of the appellants that two
criries bearing Nos. 188 and 190 of 2000 could not be
clubbed tosether, has also no merit for the simple reason
that if the cases ace comsidersd, keeping in view the
totality of the circumstances and the sequence in which the
by Incidents occurred, taking into consideration the
evidence ol drivers and conductors/cleancrs of the vehicles
invalved in the Orst ineident and the evidence of C.

Ramasundaram. VA [(PW ET), we reach the incscapahble

conclusion that the second occurrence was nothing but

a [all oul of the first occorrence. The damage caused 1o
the public transport vehicles and the consequential baming
of the University bus remained part of one and the same
ncident. Merzly because two separale complaints had
been lodged. did not mean that they could not be clubbed

logether and one charge-sheet could not be [iled (see T.T
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Amtony v State of Kerada [(2000) 6 SCC 18] 2 2001 SO

(Criy 1048] 1.

FE, The decisions in Amitbhai Anilchandra Shah {Supra)
and Yanob Sheikh (Supra) relied upan by the Petitioners herein
also reiterate that multiple FIRS refating w the same transaction and
between same partics are nol maintainable.

19. This Court also had an opportunity to discuss the issue of
multiple registrations of FIRs. In Akbaruddin Owaisi ( Supra), this
Court held that multiple FIRs cannot he registered 1if the offences
relate to the same incident and arise out of same clrcumstances.
The Court therein discussed the test of sameness to he applied
while deciding whether the subsequent FIRs are maintainable, The

Court held as follows:

39 Let us now briefly reler to the wests which should,
ordinarily, he applicd to determine whetler or nol the mwo
FIRs  under  consideration relate  to  the same

incident/iransaction. The law recognizes a common frial

or a commen FIR being registered for ene series af aofs

¥0 connected fogether as to form the same {ransaciton {5

cantemplated under Section 220 Cr.P.C. The EXPression

same fransaction’, from its very rature, is incapable of

exact definition.  {Amjn  Chandiary, (2013 Cri FJ

780} Mohan Baitla v, State of Bifiar'"), The distincrion



Between two FIRS relating io the same incideni, aud bwo

FIRs relating to different incidents or occarrences of te

siente fncident, should be cavefully examined. {Balilvgd)

;2000 AFR SCW 5126, The meriis of each case must be

congidered o determine whether g snbyeguenily

repistered FIR i a second FIR relofing to e same

fnncident or offence or s haved apon distinet aod difforent

facts and whether @5 scope of inguivy iv entirely different

or el 1L will not be appropriate for the Court to Lay down
one. straight jacket formula wformly applicakle tooall
cases, This will always be a mixed guestton ol law and
fact depending on the merts of a given casc. (Anju

Chaudhary)., The fesr, (e deierniine wihether two FIRS

il be permilted o exist, s whether e Oeo incideniy are

identical or not. (Ram Lal Navang, (1979 Cri LI 1348)),

40, The voncepd of "sameness” oy been miven  a

resivicled meaning, Tn order 1o examine the bapact of

oite ar pare FIRE e Coord Jras o rafionalise e foels

and circamstances of cach case and then apply the test of

s L

samte incident and to the same occarrence; and wihetler

fhey are in regavd fo tncidents wliich are two or tore

parts of the sanie transaction or relate completely to twa

distinct occirrences It i ondy if the second IR relaies 1o

(e same cause of aciion, the same incident, there i

samenesy of occurrence and ar aitenipl fias been made o

mprovise the case, wald the second FER e lalde fo be

geershed. In cases where overy FIR has a dilferen
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spectrian, and  the allegations made are distinel and
scparate, it may be regarded as a counter complaint, but o
cannol be stated that an efforl has been made 1o IErIprove
Ibe allegations that find place in the first FIR or that the
principle of “sameness" is atiracted, {Babubhai, {2010 AR
SCW S120); Swrendra Kouvhit v State of Ulttar Prodesti-
23 CrilJ 1570).

41. |t 15 not possible 1o enunciate any formula of universal
application 1o delermine whether two or more acts
constilute the same transaction. They are {0 be gathered
[tom the circumstances of g piven case indicaling
proximity of time, unity or proximity of place. continuity
of action, commenality of purpose or desion. For seversl
alfences Lo be part of the same transaction, the test o he
applied is whether they are so related 1o one another in
point of purpose or of canse and effect or as principal and
subsidiary, 5o as to result in one continuous action, Where
there is commonality of purpose or design, where there i3
a conlinuity of aclion, then all those persons invalved can
be accused of the same or different oiTences “committed in

the course of the same transaction™. Where fwo incidents

are of different times with fnvaoleement of different

persans, there iv no commonality, the pitrprose tfereof is

diffcrent, they emerpe from different circwmstances, and

would ot form part of the same transaction, Cdeife

Chaudhary, (2003 Cri LJ i 1)




11 In Jakka Vinod Kumar Reddy (Supral, this Cour

discussed various decisions held that in following cases muliple

F1Hs are maintainahle:

2 The sum_and substance of the above said fudgrmnents

is that there is no embarge for registration of teg FIRS

on the following cirenmstances groun iy :

fa) where the allzgations made in batl the FIRs ave from

different spectrum, wihere there are different versions

fram different persons;

(B same sef of fircts may consfitute different offences;

(c) where there are fweo distinct af fences having different

ingerendicel s

(d} where the allegations are different and distnel;

fe) wihen there are rival versions in respect of same

episode, they would normally fake shape of fwva different

FIRs and investigation can be carticd vt under botl of

them by the same Tnvestigating Agency.

The decision in Jakka Vieed Kumar Reddy (Supra) wus
subsequently followed by this Court in K. Mathamma (Supra).

71. From the ahove decisions, il is clear that registration of
nultiple FIRs is impermissible if they relate o the occurrence af
same incident, involve same parties and arise out of the same cause
of action, Registration of multiple VIRs are impermissible even in

cases of different incidents if such incidents Torm part of the same



2

transaction. lan other words, if the subsequent offence alleped in 1he
subsequent FIR is connected with (he first FIR ar 15 the
consequence ol the first FIR, such subsequent FIR is nal
maintainable. The courts hafore reaching & conclusion that the
suhsequent FIRS arc not maintainable shall see if ke alleped
incidents or olfences aree identical or not and whether any
commanality between the accused and the complainant exists
Further, registration of subsequent FIRs are impermissible if they
are filed only w improve the case of the prosecution or fill up the
lacunae in the earlier complaint.

22, Now coming to the facts of the case, the registration of
the abovementioned FIRs ig permissible and the same cannol be
clubbed topether. The faces clearly indicate that each victim was
separately called on various dates and the alleped fraud was
committed. I all the FIRs, the vietims are different and na S
cause of action exists. Thoupli the mioduy eperand of commission
ot the offences is the same. all the complaints speak about difleren
incidents of commission of the offences involving different

wilnesses.
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25 The Supreme Court in Narinderjit Singh Subini v,
Union of India™ deall with a similar issue where multipie people
were defrauded. It was contended that multple TIRs cannol be
registered. The Supreme Courl rejecting the conlention heid as
follows:

G0, As regards the issue of a single offence, we are aftaid
that the (et situation of the matters under consideraton
would not permit o lend any credenve 10 such a

subrmission. Each individeal  deposit agreemient _shall

havie o be treqied  as o separate  and  individuad

fransaction brought abowt by the alfureatesd of the

Jinancial companies, since the parties are different, the

imonnt_of deposit is different as v e period for

which the deposit _was  effected, It has  all  ihe

characteristics _of independent iropsactions aud we da

not see any compelling reason to hold it otherwise. The

e ays rafsed alve canmor JTe QA CORCHFFCITCE,

24, In State of Punjab v. Rajesh Sval®, the Supreme Cour
held that where there are multiple victims of fraud, each offence is
a separate offence. The relevant paragraph is exiracted helow:

7. In the present case, different people have alleged to

have been defrauded by the respondent and the Company

00253 SO0 210
A0 R S0C |38



14
[

be  regarded oy constitutine o strgle  series  of
0 = .

factsiiransaction.

Similarly, in P. Sreckumar v. State of Kerala'®, the Supreme
Court held that where the subsequent FIR was registered on
different set of allegations by a ditferent person, the said FIR s
maintainable, The relevant paragraph is extracted below:

22 It is for the reasons that firstly, the second FIR way
not fifed by the same person, whe fiad filed the first FIR.

Had it been so, then the situation waould fiave been

samewliat different, Such was not the case here; second,

i _was filed by the appellant ay a coumter-complains

against Respandent 3; third, the first FIR was againgt

five persony based on one vet of allepations whereas the

second FIR was based on the allegations different from

the allegations nade in the firse FIR; and lastly, the High

Court while quashing the sccond FIR/chiarpe-sheet did no
examine the issue arising in the case in the light of [aw
faid down by this Cour in (he two  aforementioned
decisions  of  this  Courl ip Liphar  Singh [Upkar
Singh v Ved Preokesh, (2004) 13 SCC 297 ¢ 2005 S0C
(Cri) EARY and Surender Kaushik | Surencdar
Kavshik v, Staee of (497 (2013} 5 BCC 148 : (2013) 2
SCC (Crt) 953] and simply referred the three decisions of

this Court mentioned above wherein this Courl has aid

Y4 800 17
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diveeny weneral [Jr';nn;;;ip e of law I’Eiﬁril‘lg to excrcise of

—

mherent powers under Section 482 of the Code.

[werther, n Jakir Hussain Kosangi (Supra), this Court discussed
various decisions ol the Supreme Court dealing with muliriple
registration of crimes, The Court held that where similar offences
invalving various viclims are committed, each of such oflence
invalves an independent cause of action. Further, registration of
FIRs by multipie victims cannot be prohibited simply becanse the
nature of allegations are the same as each offence arises out ef an
independent cause of action, The relevant paragraphs are extraeted

bz Lo

&4 As we have pointed out 2arlier, in almaost all the fve
decisions of the Supreme Court where finance companics
aind ts dircetors were accused of collecting deposils and
not repaying them, the Sepreme Court did not adepl the
sarmne view as adopled m TT Anfory, Though n VK.
sharma and Pk, Sharma the Supreme Court granted 2
siual] reprieve, the Supreme Cowrt did not grant the relicls
that the petibeners have sought in these writ petitions, [
must be pointed oul that a stageering amount of nearly
Rupees scven thousand crores was admitied]y due, when
the Lest PIL was filed. The number of depositors 1o whom
such a huge amoun was due Trom Age Gold group of

companics and Akshayva Gold, was aboul 32 lakhs ol
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peaple. These companies had branches in severy| places,

The depositors, wha invested RIGHEY i varions brawches,

have independent canves af arcifon.

64, Therefore, the grayer made by the petitioners to tregi

the earliest complaint_registered against them gs the

Lirst Information Report and 1o trear all suhseguent

COmpLaings as statements under Section 1617162 of the

Code, cannot be granted, Siinitarly, no Court can issue a

mandamuy divecting the Station House Officers of all ffre

police stafions within the furisdiction of the Higl Court

ROl ta_register any further FIR, a5 the same wonld also

lantamonnt 10 a restriction upon the victims of such a

hitre scam from ferkiirep reconrse o fawid remedics.

In light of the decisions of the supreme Court and this Court, the
registration of the shove-mentioned FIRs is permissible in light of
independent cause of action of the victims. Therefore, the FIRs

cannol be clubbed as sought by the Petitioners,

25, However, duri ng the perusal of the record, it was found
that an the complaints lodged by (G Raejnikanth, the Police, have
registered two FIR: based an the sume ullegations and canse of
action, FIR Mo, 1048 of 202 daled 25.09.2021 was registerad with

P.5. Kukatpally. Subsequently, FIR No. 431 of 2071 dated

02112021 was repistered with P55 Cyvber Crimes. In both the
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i"IIH.a, the complainant alleges that he had weceived a call on
06.09.2021 from a person who claimed to be un RBL emplovee. In
both the said FIRs, it is alleged that his OTP details were obtained
and Rs.2,99.990/ were credited from his bank account in three
successive transactions. Therefore, since the incident is same, the
allegations and the complainant is same, the subsequent FIR
bearing No, 431 of 2021 dated 02.11.2021 on the file of Cyber
Crimes Police Station 15 not maintainable.

20, The second question before this Courl 15 whether the
impugned FIRs are hable w be gquashed. Perusal of complaints in
both the batches indicates the commission of a large-scale online
fraud. The Petitioners allegedly are involved from impersonation to
designing  websites o commit the crime. Prima facie, the
equirements of the alleged olfences are salislied and this Court is
not inclined to interfere with the invesligation by exercising its
power under Scetivn 482 ol the Cr..C,

27, Tt is trite law that powers wnder Section 482 of the
Cr.P.C. have to be exercised in sparingly. The Supreme Court in

Skoda Auto Volkswagen India Private Limited v. The State of
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Uttar Pradesh'’, referring o the eaclier judgments rendered by i
has categorically held that the High Courts in exercise of is
inherent powers under Section - 482 of Cr.P.C has to guash the
proceedings in criminal cases in rarest of rare cases with extramae
caution,

28, In Mis Necharika Infrastructure Private Limited vs,
State of Maharashtra™ (he Supreme Court relving an it Prey o
decisions has laid down the following faclors to be eonsidered

while exercising the powers under Section 482 of the Cr PO

[T

) The power of quashing should be excrcised spanngly
with circumspection, in the ‘rarest of rare cgeps® | [he
rarest of rare cases standard in ils application for guashing
under Section 482 Cr.P.C. is not to be conlused with the
nocn which has been formulated 0 (he cunlext ol the

death penalty, as explained previously by this Court):

v) While examining an FIR/complaint, guashing of which
15 soughtl, the court cannot embark LN an enduiry as 1o
the reliability or penuineness or otherwise  of b

allegations made in the FIRfcomplaine;

220 Latest Case law G208
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vi) Crirminal procecdings ought nol 1o be scudled at the

initial stage;

vil) Quashing of a complaintFIR should be an exception

and a rarity than an ordinary rule;

vill) Ordinarily, the courts are barred from wserping the
jurisdiction of the police, since the two organs of the State
aperate in two specific spheres of activities. The inherent
power of the court 15, however. recogmsed 1o secure the
coeds of justice or prevent the above of the process by

Section 482 Cr.P.C.

1x} The functions ©f the judiciary and the police arc

complementary, not overlapping;

K} Save in exceptional cases where non-inlerfereace would
result in miscarriage of justice, the Court and the judicial
process should not interfere at the stage ol investigalion of

offences;

x1) Extraordinary and inherent pewers ol the Courl do nol
conler an  arbitrary jurnsdiction oo the Coun to act

according to its whims or caprice;

x11) The first information report s not an chevelopedia
which must disclose all facts and details relating (o the
olfence reported. Therelorg, when the investigation by the
police is in progress; the court should not o into the

meriis of the allegations in the IR, Police must be
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permitted © complete the mvestigation, 1t would he
premature oo pronounce the conclusion hased on IFPA%
facts that the complaintFIR does qol deserve o he
investipated or that it amounts (o ahuse of process of law.
Duwing ar after investigation, if the investigating ollice
linds that there is no substance in the application made hy
the complainant, the investigating officer may [ile ag
appropriate report/sumimary belore the lcarned Magisirate
which mav be considered by the lcarned Magistrate mn

accordance with the known procedure:

¥iiiy The power under Section 487 Cr.p C. 15 very wide,
but conferment of wide power requires the comrt o he
cautious, It casts an onerous and more duligent dutv on the

aourL;

xiv) However, al the same ume, the court, if it thinks fit,
regard being had 1o the parameters of quashing and the
self-restrainl  imposed by law, more particularly  the
parameters laid down by this Court in the cases of [
Kapur (supra) and Bhajan Lal { supra), has the jurisdiction

Lo quash the FI/complaint: and

xv) When a praver for quashing the FIR is made by il
alleged accused, the court when i exercises the power
under Section 482 Cr.P.C., only has to consider whether oy
aol the allegations in the FIR disclose the commission of o
cognizable offence and is not requircd to consider on

merits whether the alleputions make oul g cognizalle



oflence or not and the court has 1a permit the investigaling

ugency/polics o investigale the allegations in the FIR.™

F.l '! ' - TN ] Y 1'. SR T T %k .
29, Therefore, in view of the nature of allegations and the
law Laid down by the Supreme Courl, this Court is not inclined to

Swercise Its power o quash the impugned FIRs, except FIR bearing

No. 431 of 2021 dated 02.11.2021 on the file of Cyber Crimes

Police Station impugned in Crl.P.No. 1262 of 2022,

A result-

[ Crl.P.No.1262  af 2022 is allowed and the

proceedings in FIR. No. 431 of 2021 pending on the
lile of Pelice, Cyber Crimes Palice Ststion, are

quashed against the patitioners tharein,
i, All ether Crimina! Pesitions are dismizsad,

m,  Consequently,

miscelldnzous petitions pending shall
stand closed
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DATED:29/04/2022
P e STATE DN,
15 93y
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