
HIGH COURT FOR TT{E STATE OF TELANGANA

FRIDAY ,THE TWENTY NINTH DAY OF APRIL
TWO TIJOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI IUSTICE K.LAKSHMAN
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2626 2627 and 2628 of 2O22

CRIMINAL PETITION NOs: 1232 of 2022

Betwee n:

1. Rajini Chaoudary, D/o
Buqiness, R/o H. No.
Delhi.

AND

1

I.A. No: 2 0F 2022

. Cird[-rari Lal Choudary, Aged about 32 years, Occ.
E-1 / 18, CM Vihar Extn, Uttam Nagar, West Delhi,

Kornal Choudary, C/o Ciridhar Lal Choudary, Aged about 33 yeais, Occ.
pu9j1e5,.$/o. PIot No. 117, 712,2nci Floor, piram puri, Uttam Nagar, West
Delhi, Deihi.

...Petitioner/Accused Nos 22 &. Zs

The State of relangana and Anothcr, through C1,ber Crime police station. Ren
Dy rts l'ubtrc l,rosecutor, High Court for thc Stale of Telangana, I{yderabad. 

,

2

...Respondent

2. Eniamuri Venkata Balaji, S/ o. E. Venkanrra, AgcJ about 59 years, Occ. pvt.
Employee,-R/o. Flat. No.4b3, pristine c.";;f:;;;; R;;;#;tl;* '
Rangareddy District.

... Respondent/De_facto _Complainant

Petition under Section . 482 of Cr. p.C pra1,i11g that in the circumstancesstated in the Memorandum of crounci. nr c.i,rrin'rt petition, the High Court maybe pleased to call for rh._.:::,-d, ancl quash thc same in the proceedings in FIR.No' 329 of 2021 dated '14.07 -2021 on trre fite .ri cyo". Crime porice station,Cyberabad District is Iiable to be quasl.reci.

Petition urrder Section 4g2 of Cr.p.C pr._rying that in the circumstancesstatcci in t^e Memoranciunr of croundr 
"i c.i,i-,r"'ur petition, the High Court ma1,



CRIMINAL PETITION NO:1262 of 2O?2

1. Raiini Chaoudary, D/o. Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aged about 32 vears, Occ.
Business, R/o H. No. E-1/18, CM Vihar Extn, Uttam Nagar, West Delhi,
Dethi.

2. Komal Choudary, C/o.Giridhar Lal Choudary, Aged about 33 years. Occ.
Business, Rr/o. Plot No. 111, 112,Znd Floor, Param Puri, Uttam Nagar, West
Delhi, Delhi.

... Petitioner/Accusecl Nos 22 EL 23

ANT)

I.A. NO:2 OF 2022

CRIMIN AL PET ITION NO: 1264 of 2022

1. The State of Telangana, through Cyber Crime Police Station, Rep by its Public
Prosecutor High Court for the State of Telangana, Hyclerabad.

...ResPondent

2. G. Rajinikanth,S/o. G. ram Mohana Rao, Aged about 41 years' Occ .Pvt'- 
Empldyee, R/o. D. No'5-149, 13.3P Office Road, Kukatpallv' Cvberabad

Potice Disrrict, Rangareddy District.

...Respondent/De-f'rcto Co m plai nant

Petition under Section 437/438/439/482 of Cr'P'C praying that. in tl.re

circumstances stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition' the

Uigt Cor., may be pl""'od to call for the records and quash the same it.r the

nroceedinss in FIR. No. +it of zozt dared 02/11/v02r on the f irr' of Cvber crime

[cG.|P;ii.; ;tation, cyberabad District is tiable to be quashed'

be pleasec{ to stay of a[[ furtl'rer procee,Jings in FlR. Nt'r
74.07 .2021 Cvber Crinre Po[ icc s ta tion, Cybera bad D istrict.

329 of 2021 clatctl

petition under section 4g2 0f Cr.p.C praying that in_ trre-.circ-u mstances

stated in the Memorand"* "f 
Ct"""as of Criminal Petition' the High Court may

be oleased to stay of uf i'f""ttt"t proceedings. in FIR' No 431 of 2021 dated

3; /i;;;;;"^ in"itr"''it;;';#; (cYB) Pirice station' Cvberabad District'

1
[xtil":jtis"Il'Ri:,:it$:t*"ii':?"$:'T$ft:*"R"";f'#::l'b3i:;

r*r:s'*is"fi;.ff :;?:ifi , !* ;[J'it]:^a'; j j''l;i:"1''t"";;:'?::i
2

Dettii, Deltri
...Petitioner/Accu sed Nos 22 tl^23



1. The state of relangana,antr anottrcr, trrrougrr Du-.digai poricc station, Rep by
its Public Prosecutor, High Court for the Siatc of Te[ngana, IfyderJJ.

... ...... Respondent

2. Behara Shanmukh \ao. S/0 Behara Trinaclh, Aged about 27 years, Occ.
others, R/o. H. No 6-?9, Quthbutlapur, priyar.rki Nagar, Cyblrabatl potice
District, Rangarecldy District

... Respo ndent/De_facto Complainant

Petition under section 482 of Cr.p.c prayi.rg that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal petition, the High Court may
be pleased to call for the records and quash the same in the procee-dings in FIR.
No. 660 of 2021. dated 1"2.07.2021 on the file of Dundigal policestation. C-yberabad
District is liable to be quashed.

ANt)

I.A. NO: 2OF 2022

CRTMINAL PETITION N0:1265 of 2022

AND

Petition under section 482 of Cr.p.c praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Crirninal petition, the High Court may
bc pleased to stay of ail furtl-rer proceeclings in FIR. No. 660 or zozr dut"a
12.07.2027 on the fiie of on the file of Dundigal police station,Cybcrabad District.

1

2

Rajini Chaoudaly, D/ o, Girdhari La{ Clroudary, Aged about 32 years, Occ.
Business, R/o H. No. E-1/18, CM Vihar Extn, Utiam Nagar, Vtest belhi,
Delhi.

Komal Choudary, C/ o.Giridhal Lal Choudary, Aged about 33 years, Occ.
Business, R/o. Plot No. 111, 772,Znd Floor, piram?uri, Uttam Nagar, West
Delhi, Delhi.

1 TIre statc of Telangana and anothcr, througrr cacrribowri poricc station, Repby its Public Prosciutor, High Court [r,r t1l[ t,u," of Tclangana, Hydcrabad'

...Petitioner/Accused Nos 22 8L 23

.-..Respondent

2 Eppala Bhadra Reddy, S/o- Koti. Rcdcll., Agccl about3l years, Occ. Business,R/o. Sitver Sands Mens i,G,grerlinga,ip"iB, g. 
f .iifr"sic1enc1,, Cybcrabacl

Police District, Rangareclcly Districi.

...lle spo nde nt/De-facto Complainant



Pctition untler Section 482 of Cr.P.C pral,ing that in thc circur.nstanccs
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the [{igh Court mal,
be pleased to call for the recorcls ancl quash the same in the proceeclirrgs irr FIR.
No. 705 of 2021 dated 79 /07 /2021- on the file of Cachibowli Police statirrn,
Cyberabad District is liable to be quasl'red.

I.A. NO: 2 OF 2022

1. Rajini Chaoudarv. D/o. Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aged about 32 years, Occ.
Business, R/o I{. No. E-1/18, CM Vihar Extn, Uttam Nagar, West Delhi,
Delhi.

2. Komal Choudarv, C/o.Giridhar lal Choudary. Aged about 33 years, Occ.
Business, R/o. Plot No. 111, 772,2nd Floor, Param Puri, Uttam Nagar, West
Delhi, Delhi.

...Petitioner/Accused Nos 22 & 23

AND

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

.........I(espondent

2. Puri Gopal, S/ o. Laxminarayana, Aged about 41 years, Occ Business, R/ o.

Sriramnigar, Raienderanagar, Mailardevpally, Cyberabad Police Disrrict.
RangaredclY District -

..'Respondent/De-facto Complai nant

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

statecl in the Memorandum of crounds of Criminal Petition, the High court tnat'

be pleased to call for the records and quash the same in the proceeclir]gs in FIII.

No. SOS of 2021 dated 05/10/2021 on the file of Mailardevpally Police station.

Cyberabad District is liabte to be quashd and pass

I.A. NO:2OF 2022

Petition under Section 482 of Cr'P'C praying that in- the,-circumstances

stated in the Memoranc{um of Grounds of Criminat Petition' the t{igh Court tnav

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorarrdum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court mav
be pleased to stay of all further proceedings in FIR. No. 705 of 2021 datc'cl
79.07.2027 on the file of Gachibowli Police station, Cyberabad District.

CRIMINAL PETITION NO: TZZT Of 2022



rr. olcase,cl to sta1, of alI furtl.rcr procecdi.gs in FIti. No. 969 of 2021 clatccl

;;r!;);,;;l i,.' ii"",," "i *uitu'd""poltv Police statiou' Cvberabad District'

This Petition coming on for hearing' upon perusing the Memclrarrclum o[

crou.ds of Criminar petrtio,-, and upon irearing the arguments of sri Ch Ve.kat

Raman, Advocate (or ti-re Petitioners and the Pubtic Prosecutor (TC) on behalf of

the Respondent No.1 and none appeared for the Respondent No'2

CRIMINAL PETITIO N Nos: 2582 2583 258 2585 2586 7587 2588 2589 2590

2591 2592 2618 2619 2620 2621 262 2623 2624 2625 2626 2627 2628 of 2022

Cri minal Petition No:2582 of 2O22

Between:

1 Deepak Choudary S/o Girdhari Lat Choudary ' Aged' 27 vears' Occ' Private

Emolovee, R/o E-18. O*" 
'vitt"t,- n"*'rtgui RoId' Btindadapur' Uttham

Na[ar, New Delhi.

Vislral Kumar @ vishal Chouha, s/o Rahu.l Kumar, Aged 27 99t .P-tYut"
Employee, R/o Narsing;P;;il;;i, T-5' 4th Floor' FlaiNo T' Vani Vihar'

Uttim Nagar, New Delhi'

Krishna Kumar Gulia, Sio Azad Singh Gulia' \e9a zO vears' Occ' Private

Employee, R/o R-243, N;;;;;'-i"?iave' Nagtii Road' Nalafnagar' New

2

3

Delhi.

4. Kararr Kumar, S/ o l-ate. Sri' Satish Kumar' Aged 21 years' Occ' Private
' ;;;i;y"t n7o rrut N.. zsa, sta Floor, Ambaroi Sector-19' Dwaraka' New

Dethi.

5. Gourav Sharma, S/o Sunderlal , Aged 27 years' Occ Private. Employee'.R/ o- 
Fl;i No. 253, Am6rahi Dwaraka,"a88, Dechakauta' Naiafgtrar Road' New

Delhi.

6. Akash Sharma, S/o Saniay Sharma, Aged 23 years' Occ Private Employee'" 
if7""nZ+S, fr^-Otoct, Dliuiu^putu, walifghar iload, South West Delhi' New

Delhi.

7. Dl.rananiay Kundania, S/o Dharam .Silg. Aq"9. 
"2J ,y":::l .9,-':: lll'-1::

Employi:e, R/o 94-A, E Block, Nirmal Vihar, Gali No'6' Nalalghar' Nagtor

Roacl, New Delhi.

8. Dureesh Kumar lha, S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 2l yeats'.-Occ Privatc

Empioyec, R/ o C45, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttarn Nagar' Ncw Dclltt'

9. Aslrutosh Kumar Jha, S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 24- years'.Occ Private

Employee, R/oC-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nagar' Ncw Dellrt

10. Aman, S/o Avthar Singh, Aged 24 years, Occ' Private Employee, R/o 75-A'

Cha,rian Place, Rama S"ncta"E, lnarab Road, Naiafghar' Ner'r' Delhi-

11. Kunal Kapoor, S ,/ o Sunil Kapoor.. Agcd about 28 1'ears'^Occ Private- 
Li,-rpi"yo.,'n/o H. No. D-23, Kiran Gardenl Uttham Naga' Nerv Delhi'



12. Ravi Blrati. S/o \iraujan Kumar. Aeed 2g

Ril; #?,,;1",'"nrpark,'Ncar 
N.;;;""il.;"o"".rs' occ Privatc ErtrL;[t'r'cc. ti/.

'ta tron, Brindapr., Utthoni N..,1;or,

" lilt ilL*fl1,i{:,T.:l'*'r ^uagpar, 
Agcrl 25 lgu,,,*o.!. privatc Emproycc,

, - 
lir [t;;f :r. ji I :**xiil:; ^ 

:,:l;,]::.:il: ;:,., : 

" o"J, 0,.,""
15 Deepu Ma,va r ;4ill;i!ili"ilJ;::Ii,fi ?T:"::""-::"Employec. R,zo NK Unifornr Sn.p, Urrii ri,Road, New Dclhi.

No.l_9, 12, to tn zlym 
Vitrar, Urttram wagr.,trtew o"lr,i. i;"ii,i".i..il..r.".t

AND ...petitioney'Accused Nos. .1, 
to 9; .1,2,16 

to 21

1. The State of Tel

B|IIF:J;"1'x?,':;:#,1:ffJt"&*:rx?:1*';;;,:::3;ff :ff ::.,
2. Sri.Gortapadu Clrand.u, S/o GV Satyanarayana, Aged 2g years, Occ_

:;;:::*Ti''vee' R/o Pfoi N. iods:;j, ii: No.4-32-272 /7, Kukatpary

...Respondeng/Defacto Complainants
Petition under section 4g2 0f 

.Cr'p.C praying that in the circumstancesstated in the Memorandum o[ Grounds of Crimin'al_petition, the High Court maybe pleased to ca, for rhe recorcrs in rtn ruo. 309/z&t au,"a 1g.4.202-r regisrered at|agathgirigutta police station, cyu".aual u.rJ'qi"*r, ,r," same in the interest ofjustice and pass

Petition under Section- 4g2 of Cr.p.C praying that in the circumstanccsstated in the Memorandum of Crounds of Crimin'al petition, the High Court may

"b:.p]::-o 
to granr sra), atr .further p...";Ji;; in FrR No. 3o9/2021 dated1'3 4'20.27 registered at Jagathgirigutta porice stati'on, Cyberabad including arrest,investigation and fiting of final report in the interest of justice. -o --

I.A. NO:2 oF 2022

Criminal Petition No: 2583 of2022

Between:

1

"$i:11ft:i::ffii?d:"'JsYrr"gx:I#ir''t?:1'""'ffi1:';'""';IH:H



ANI)

2. Vishal Kumar r<rr Vishzrl Chouha, s/o tiatrul Ku.rar, Agccl 27 occ. pri'atc
[:nrplo1,ec, Ii/o Narsirg Apartrncilt, T-5, 4th l--loor, Flai'No. 7, Va.i Vihar,
Uttanr Nagar, Nelt, Delhi.

3, Krishna Kumar Gulia, S-io Azad Si.gh Gulia, Agccl 29 ycars, C)cc. privatc
L'nrployce. R/ o t<-243, Narendr.a En?laue, rvagrii noaa] rvuiotni[n,:. i.l"*,Dcllii.

4. Karan Kumar, S/o Latc. S-ri. Satish Kumar, Aged 21 years, Occ. private
[,rployee, R/o Frat No. 253, 3rd Floor, Ambaroi sector]19, o*,".utu,'rv"*,
Dethi.

5 Gourav Sharma, S/o Sunderlal,- Agcd 21 years, Occ. privalc Enrploycc, R/oFIar No 253. Ambratri, Dwaraka,"B88, d".rrui"rli, rv"lrigl,ll'.n.ji) 
,*"*

Dclhi.

6. Akash Sharma, S/o Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 years, 
^Occ. 

privatc Employec,R/o RZ-6s. M-Block, Dhaiampura, N",;fgh;; i<oad, soutrr'w"li"o"li.'"i'"r.r"*
Delhi

7. Dlrananiay 
-Kundania, 

S/o Dharam Sing Aged 2l years, Occ. private

Flfil:ly"in,l"o, E Brock, Nirmat viflu,, 6,ri N".ri-Nrr"rer,,., 
.r.iugroi

8. Durgesh Kumar [ha, S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Aged, 2l years, Occ. privateEmployee. n/o C-6s. vui,i vtiiL"il;y, uiiu?,, N:;;.. NJ;;lh;" . .,.

9. Ashutosh Kumar Jha,- S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 24 years, Occ. privare
Emptoyee, R/ o C-65, Vani Vihar Coi";i;U&; N;;;., N";;"irj" , ,,,

I0. Aman, S/o Avthar Singh, Aged 24 years, Occ. .private Employee, R/ o 75-A,Chandan ptace, Rama E"nclavE, fr,"rai, n.la, lvlprlt.., N;;;ilt;i. 
.., " , ,

11. Kurral Kapoor, S / o_ S_unil Kapoor, Aged about 2g ycars, Occ. privateEmplovce, R/o H. No. D-23, Kiran'Gaii""iiitr,rr" Naga, New Dclhi
12. Ravi Bhati, S,/o Niranjan Kumar, Aged 2g years, O^cc. private Employee, R/o

ft :* #iil,:, -mpark,'Near N;;;;,.M.; silio"n. a.i na, pu r, Utrha m Naga r,

13. Rahul Nagpal, S/o Rakesh 
-nagpal, Aged 25 years, Occ. pri*atc Employce,I</o I:--8. om Virrar, Unham rv"[i.,''ari"%-"pii, (ieraz o"ttli

14. Rajcndra Kumar, S/o Ramcsh Ku_mar, ag"a ZO years, Occ. privatc Employee,R/o E- t 18, Gaili No 3, om vihar, ri'iha_oil#1r.r.,, o"ilri
15. Deepu Manvani, S/o L-axmi Chandu Manvfn i Aged 24 years, Occ. privarcEmpto'cc. R/o NK Unifo._ sr,.p, nlriirli nl"l,.^u* o"rr,i.

"[ii:f ',$iYi!ri{:iiil#,5..'ilil$"Ti,.il"rr;,3''":u*:,xt,x

...Petitioner/Accused Nos. 1 to 9, 72, 16 to 27

1 T.c,Statc of Tclangana and anothers,.Represcnted by rts public prosccutor
ll$i,I1"., o( Tera ngana rtrrougrr Cyrr".ltrJ n"ri.lrs,",,on. Cvbcrabacl



2. Srnt. Saraswathi Dharnra rajan W/o NS Sharr.na r;r jan.

.Respondent/Complainants

Petition under Section 4ti2 of Cr.l'>.C praying that in the circumstances statcd
in the Memorantium of Grounds of Crirninal Petition, the High Court may bc
pleased toto call for the records in FIR No. 727 / 2020 dated 27.7.2020 registered at
Cyber Crimes Police Station, Cyberabad anc{ quash the same in the interest of
justice.

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum o[ Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may
be pleased to grant stay 6f all further proceedings in FIR No. 727 /2020 dated
27 -1,.2020 registered at Cyber Crimes Police Station, Cyberabad including arrest,
investigation and filing of final report, pending disposal of the above Criminal
Petition in the interest of iustice.

Crimina I Petition No: 2584 of 2022

Betwee n:

1

2.

a

6

4

Deepak Choudary S/o Girdhari Lat Choudary,l!1ed 27.years, Occ' ?rivate
Employee, n/o E-f8, Ome Vihar, Ramangar Road, Brindadapur, Uttham
Nagar, New Delhi.

Vishal Kumar @ Vishal Chouha, S/o Rahul Kumar, Aged 27 Occ -P-ri.vate
ilpdf"", R/o Narsing Apartmeni, T-5,4th Floor, Flat No 7' Vani Vihar'

Uttam Nagar, New Dclhi.

Krishna Kumar Gulia, Sio Azad Singh Gulia, Aged 29.yc-1q' .Occ' Private

Employee, R/ o R-243, Narendra Enclave. Nagloi Road' Na,atnagar' New

Delhi.

Karan Kumar, S/o Late. Sri. Satish Kumar, Aged ZL vears' Occ' Private

;;;i;i;;, R7oitut No. zi-'i, I'J'i-i"'i, p'*uo'oi sectorlle' Dwaraka' NerT'

Delhi.

Gourav Sharma, S/o Sunderlal , Aged ?'l years' Ckc' Private- Employee' .R/ 
o

Flat No. 253, Ambrahi, O*"i"t",'SSS, dechakauta, Naiafghar Road, Nevv

Delhi.

Akash Sharma, S/o Sanlay Sharma, Age-d.23 years' Occ' Private Employee'

ii6'iitE;'Nr-sio.t, o(ul;p'i", N"i"rgn"r i{oad' south west Delhi' New

Delhi.

Dhananiay Kun,lania, s/o Dl'taram si'lg' AE*i 
i,t" J,"iil;fiil.,\{:";:'"'

;*#;U nl" 9+-A" [' btoct' Nirnral Vilrar' L'att

i"""j]fu""'o"ttr, .. _^^- rrra Aeed 21 years,..occ Pri*ak'

l5,'*ti-roll*:"#":t:]t5:[ltr"itut''^"':"*r;"'n'

7

B

I.A. NO:2 OF 2022



9, Ashutosh Kumar Jha, S/o Surr-ra Kumar Jha, Agecl 24 years, Occ. pri'atc
linrplovec, R/o C-65, Vani Vihar Colorry, Uttam Nigar, New Dcthi.

10. Amarr, S/o Avtltar Singl-r, Agecl 24 years, Occ. private Employce, R,/o 75-A,
Chanc-lan Place, Rama Enclave, Jhardo Road, Najafghar, Ne* O'e i i

11. Kunal Kapoor, S / o q_u-n il Kapoor, Aged about 2g years, Occ. private
Employee, R/o H. No. D-?3, Kiran Garc{enl Utttram Naga,'wern,'Oelhi.

12. Ravi Bhati, S/o Niranjan Kumar, Aged 28 years, Occ. privatc Emplovcc, R/o
8-.t1, I4ansarar.park, Ncar Navada Mro Statio., Brindapur, Uttirri Nagar,
New Delhi.

I3. Rahul !$po], S/o Rakcsh nagpal, Aged 25 years, Occ. private Errrplovr.,t,,
R/o E-8, Orrr Vihar, Urtharn Na[ir, Brindapur, i\Jew Delhi.

1J. Rajerrdra_Kunrar, s/o Ramesh Kunrar, Aged 20 1,ears, occ. private Empro'ct,,
R/o E-I18, Galli No.3, Om Vihar, Uttham"Nagar, Ncw Delhi.

15. Deepu Manvani, S/o Laxmi Chandu Manvani Aged. 24 years, Occ. private
Employce. R/o NK Uniform Shop, Hasthal Road, NIew Del'hi.

16. Clretharr Nagpl!, S/o Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 years, Occ. private Emplovct,,
R/o H. No. F-29, Orn Vihar, Uttham Nigar,New Delhi. pet itioncrs/ Accrise.l
No.1-9, 12,76 to21.

...Petitioney'Accused Nos. 1, to 9,'1,2,16 to 21

The State of.Telangana, Represented by its public prosecutor High Court of
Telangana through Cyberabad police Station, Cyberabad Districi.

Sri. Dasari Vishal Reddy, S/o D. Kashi Reddy, Aged 25 years, Occ. private
Employee, R/ o 3-258, Vattinagulapally, Indrarediy Col6ny, Cyberabad.

...RESPONDENVCOMPLAINANTS

Petition under section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of crounds of Criminal petition, the High Court may
be pleased to cal[ for the records in FIR No. 3oo / 2021, d.ated 4/ 4/202i registered at
Gachibowli Police station, Cyberabad and quash the same in the interesl of iusticeand pass

AND

I.A. NO: 2C]F 2022

Crirninal Petition No: 2

1

2

Petition uncler section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances
statcd in the Mcmorandum of crounds of Criminal petition,the I{igh Court may
be pleased to grant stav all further proceedings in FIR No. :0b7zozr aate.t
4/4/2027 registerecl at GachiLrowli Police station, Cyberabad including arrest,
investigatiorr and filing of final report in the interest of justice.

Between:

585 of 2O22



1. Deepak Chouclarv S/o Cirtihari Lal Chouclarv, Agcd 27 years, Occ_ privatc
Employee, R/ o E-18, Ome Vihar, Ramangar Road, Brindadapur, Uttham
Nagar, Ner.r, Delhi.

2- Vishal Kumar @ Vishal Cl'rouha, S/o Rahul Kumar, Aged 27 Occ. private
Employee, R/o Narsing Apartment, T-5, 4rh Floor, Ftai No. 7, Vani Vihar,
Uttam Nagar, New Delhi.

3. Krishna Kumar Gulia, Sio Azad Singtr Gulia, Aged 29 years, Occ. private

ETp!"V.", R/ o R-243, Narendra Enclave, Nagloi Road, Najafnagar, New
Delhi.

4. Karal Kumar, S/o Late. Sri. Satish Kumar, Aged 21 years, Occ. private
Employee, R/o Ftat No. 253,3rd Floor, Ambaroi, Sector-19, Dwaraka, New
Delhi.

5. G-ourav Sharma, S/o Sunderlal, Agecl 21 years, Occ. Private Employee, R/o
FIat No. 253, Anrbrahi, Dwaraka, B8B, Dechakauta, Najafghar Roid, Ne*
Delhi.

6. Akash Sharma, S/o Sanjay Sharma. Aged 23 vears, Occ. private Employee,
R/o RZ-65, M-Block, Dharampura, Nafafgtrar iload, South Weit Delhi, New
Delhi.

7. Dhananjay Kundania, S/o Dharam Sing, Ageci 21 7,sarc, Occ. private

!mp]o-yee, R/o 94-A, E Block, Nirmal Vihar, eali No.6, Naiafghar, Nagloi
Road, New Delhi.

8. Durgesh Kumar Jha, S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 21 years, Occ. private
Employee, R/o C-65, Vani Vihar Cotony, Uttam Nigar, New Delhi.

9. Ashutosh Kumar Jha. S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 24 years, Occ. private
Employee, R/o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nigar, New Delhi.

10. Aman, S/o Avthar Singh, Aged 24 vears, Occ. Private Employee, R/o ZS-A,
Chandan Place, li.ama Enclave, Jhardo Road, Najafghar. New Delhi.

11. Kunal Kapoor, S / o Sunil Kapoor, Aged about 28 years, Occ. private
Employee, R/o H- No. D-23, Kiran Garden, Uttham Naga,-New Delhi.

12. Iryl Bhati,9/o Niranjan Kumar, Aged 28 years, Occ. private Employee, R/o
B-34,1\4ansarampark, Near Navada Mro Station, Brindapur, Uttham Nagar,
New Delhi.

ta. !1ftq! N1SR"I, S/o Rakesh nagpal, Aged 25 years, Occ. Privare Employee,
R/o E-8, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar, Brindapur, New Delhi.

14. Rajeldra Kumar, S/o Ramesh Kumar, Agecl 20 years, Occ. Private Employee,
R/o E-118, Galti No.3, Onl Vihar, Uttharn Nagar, New Delhi.

15. Deepu Manvani, S/o Laxmi Chandu Manvani Aged 24 years, Occ. Private
Employee. R/o NK Uniform Shop, I{asthal Road, New Delhi.

16. Clrethan Nugpl!, S/o Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 1,ears, Occ. Private Employee,
R/o H. No. F-29, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar,Ner,., Delhi. Petitioners/ Atcused
No.1-9, 12, 16 to 21.

... Pet it ioner/Accused Nos. 1 to 9,-1,2,L6 to 21

AND



1. Ttlc state of.'fclangana, Repr6s6111p.1 by its pubtic prosecutor High Court of
Tclangana through Cvberabaci police Station, Cyberabad Districi

2. N. Pallavi [S9dy, D/o N. Venkareshwar Reddy, Agecl 2g years, Occ. privare
Employee, Il/o PIot No.67, Manikonda. Cyberibad"

... Respondent/Com p I a i na nts

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.p.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal petition, the High Court ma-v
be pleased toto call for the records in FIR No 44/ 2020 dated 70 / 07 / f020 registere<I
at Cyber Crimes Police station, Cyberabad ancr quash the same in trre int"erest ofjustice.

I.A. NO:2 OF 2022

Petition uncier scction 482 of Cr.p.C praying trrat in the circumstances
stated in the Mc'rorandum of crounds of Criminal i"titio.,, the High c;;;; 

".,^y9^".f1::^* to grant sra1, ail further proceedings in FIR No. +iyZIZI aarea10/1/2020 registered ar Cvber Crimes porice statiJn, Cyberabad incruding arrest,investigation ancl filing of final report in the interest of justice.



Criminal Petition No: 2586 of 2022

Bet',veen:

1 Deepak Choudary S/o Girdhari Lal Chouclary, Aged 27 vears, Occ
Employee, R/o E-18, Ome Vihar, Ramangar Roid, Brindaciapur,
Nagar, New Dell'ri.

2. Vislral Kumar @ Vishal Chouha, S/o Rahul Kumar, Aged 27 Occ. Private
Employee, R/o Narsing Apartment, T-5,4th Floor, Flat No.7, Vani Vitrar,
Uttam Nagar, New Delhi.

3. Krishna Kumar Gulia, Sio Azad Singh Culia, Aged 29 years, Occ. Private
Employee, R/ o R-243, Narendra Enclave, Nagloi Road, Najafnagar, New
Delhi.

4. Karan Kumar, S/o t-a te. Sri. Satish Kumar, Aged 21 years, Occ. Private
Employee, R/o Flat No. 253,3rd Floor, Ambaroi, Sector-19, Dwaraka, Nerv
Delhi.

5. Gourav Sharma, S/o Sunderlal, Aged 21 years, Occ. Private Employee, R/o
Flat No. 253, Ambrahi. Dwaraka. 888, Dechakaula, Naiafghar Road, New
Delhi.

6. Akash Sharma, S/o Sanjay Sharma, Agecl 23 years, Occ. Private Employee,
R/o R245, M-Block, Dharampura, Najafghar Road, South West Delhi, New
Delhi.

7. Dhananjay Kundania, S/o Dharam Sing, Aged 21 years, Occ. Private
Employl{ R/o 94-A, E Block, Nirmal Vihar, Gali No.6, Naiafghar, Nagloi
Road, New Delhi.

8. Durgesh Kumar |ha, S/o Suma Kumar -iha, Aged 21 years,..Occ' Private
Emfioyee, R/ o C:65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nagar, New Delhi'

g. Ashutosh Kumar Jha, S/o Suma Kumar iha, Aged 24 years'.Occ' Private

Employee, R/o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nagar' Netv Delhi'

10. Amaru S/o Avthar Singh, Aged 24 years, Occ .Private Emplgy-"."1 R/ o 75-A'
-- 

Ct u"du" Piace, Rama E"nctavE, Jharclo Road' Nai'rfgtrar' Neu' Dell'ri'

11. Kunal Kapoor, S / o Sunil Kapoor'.Aged aborrt 28 vears' Occ' Private

Employee, R/o H. No. o-ii,'kit"tC'rtlen' Uttham Naga"Nov Delhi'

12. Ravi Bhati, S/o Niranian Kumar, Agecl 28.vears' Occ Private Employ"et R/o
^- ar, M#uiu*purt,'N"ar Nauadi'Mro statior.r, l3rirrdapur, Uttham Nagar,

I'riva tc,

U tthanr

New Delhi.

13. Rahut Nagpat, S/ o Rakesh nagpal' Agcd 25 vcars' Occ l)rivatc Employce'
'" ii7.e",6il vih'r' uttl'ot,l Na[ir' BriridaPgl' [\gr''' I]clhi'

14. Raiendra Kumar, S/o ttanresh Kumar' Agecl 2t) 1'cars' Occ Privatc Employce'

'" iii';';:iid, e;iiiN;3, o';'vii''o'' uttr'oni'ttugu'' Ne w De rrri

15. Deepu Manvani, S/o Laxmi Chandu Manvani, AP'cd 24 1'ears' Occ' Privale

Employee. R/o NK u"Ii'*'Sitp' Hasthal Road' Nt'w Delhi'

15. Chethan Nagpal, S/o Pawan Kumar' {Scd zZ years' Occ' Privatc Employee'

R/o H. No. F-29, om Vit..;, U;il;;i Nigu.'N.i'.l}"tlri. Pctitioners/Accuscd

No.1-9, 12, 16 to 21



... Petition er/Accu sed Nos. 1. to 9, '12, '16 to 21

ANt)

... Respo ndent/Compla ina nts

Peiition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Crounds of Criminal Petition, the Hig{r Court may
be pleased toto call for the records in FtR No. 501/2021 dated 19.6.2021 registered
at Shadnagar Police Station, Cyberabad and quash the same in the interest of
justice.

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounc{s of Criminal Petition, the High Court may
be pleased to grant stay all further proceedings in FIR No. 501/ 2021 dated 9.6.2021
registered at shadnagar Policc station, Cyberabad including arrest, investigation
and {iling of final report in the intcrest of justicc, pencling disposal of the above
Criminal Petition in thc intercst of justicc.

Criminal Petition No: 2587 of 2(122

B etween:

1. Thc State of Telarrgana, Represcntec{ bv its Public Prosecutor High Court of
Telangarra t['rrougtr Cyberabacl Police Station, Cyberabad District.

2. Sri. Itha Santosh. S/o Bhasker, Ageci 34 vears, Occ. Private Employee, R/o
Srinagar Colony, Farooqnagar Mandal, Shadnagar, Cyberabad.

1. Deepak Cho_udary S/o Circthari Lal Chouclary, Aged 27 years, Occ. private
Employe-e, R/o E-18, Onre Vihar, Ramangai RoId, Srindadapur, Uttham
Nagar, New Delhi.

2. vishal Kumar @ Vishar Chouha, s/o Rahur Kumar, Aged 27 occ. private
lmployee, R/o Narsinl; Aparrrneni, T_5, 4th Floor, FIat"No. Z Vani-Vit u.,Uttam Nagar, New Dellii.

3. Krishna Ku.-rar Gulia, Sio Azad Slngtr Culia, Aged, 29 years, Occ. private

B:iflfr*, 
R/o R-243, Narendra Ericrave. N"d;i R"1ai ilj;r;;;;;^i.I;*

4. Karan Kumar, S/o tate. 
_S^ri.^ 

Satish Kumar, Aged, 21 years, Occ. private

B:ifll**. 
R/o FIar No. 253, g.a noo.. AmiuroT, sotor,iii*;;;l;,';G*

5. Gourav Sharma, S/o Suntlerlal,. Aged 21 years, Occ. private Employee, R/o
5,:,,^i" 

253, Anrbrahi, O-a.rkr,"s8S. rj"Julorfu, Najafghar hoid, Ne*

6. Akash Slrarma, S/o Sa.niay Sharma, Agecl 23 years, Occ. private Employee,R/o.,RZ 65, M-Btock. D^aiampura, rvqlighr. ft"rJ, s.rtr, *friolijli,"nlJ*

I.A. NO: 2OF 2022



7. Dha.anjav Kundania, S/o Dharar. Sirrg, Agecl 21 r,ears, Occ. pri'ate
Enrplovec, R/ o 94-A, E Block, Nirnr,il Vilrar, Cali Nr,.ri. N.r jarghar. Nagkri
Road. New Dclhi-

8. Durgesh Kumar Jha, S/o Surna Kumar Jha, Agerl 21 vears, Occ. pri\ratc
Employec, R/o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nigar, Nen, Delhi.

9. Ashutosh Kumar Jha, S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 2,1 )/ears, Occ. pri\/atc
Employee. R/o C-65, Vani Vihar Colonv, Uttam Nigar, New Delhi.

10. Aman, S/o Avthar Singh, Aged 24 years, Occ. private Employee, R/ o Z5-A,
Chandan Place, Rama Enclave, Jhardo Roacl, Naiafghar, trlew Oettri.

11. Kunal Kapoor, -S ,/ o Sunit Kapoor, Aged about 28 years, Occ. private
Employee, R/o H. No. D-23, Kiran Carden, Utrham Naga,'New Delhi.

tZ f1v.i Bhati, S,/o Niranj3l Kumar, Aged 28 years, Occ. private Employee, R/o
B-34, i\.,[ansarampark, Near Navadi Mro Station, Brindapur, Uttham Nagar,
New Delhi.

13. Rahul Nlfeut,. S/o Rakesh rygpal, Aged 25 years, Occ. private Employee,
R/o E-8, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar, Brindapur, New Dethi.

14. RajerliraJ(1m3r, !/o R3-9i! Kumar, Aged 20 years. Occ. private Employee,
R/o E-118, Galli No.3, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar, New Deilri.

15. Deepu Manvani, S/o Laxrni Chandu Manvani Agecl 24 years, Occ. private
Employee. R/oNK Uniform Shop, Hasthal Road, New Deliri.

16. Chethan Nagpal, S/o Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 years, Occ. Private Employee,
R/o H. No, F-29, Om Vihar, Uttham Nigar,New Dclhi. Pc titioners/ Accusecl
No.1-9, 12, 1.6 to 27.

... Pet itioner/Accused Nos. -l to 9,12,76 to 21

AND

1. The State of Telangana, Represented by its Public Prosecutor I{igh Court of
Telangana.

2. Smt. Abbaraiu Nirmala, W / o, D / o Not knon'n to Pctitioncrs, Aged rnaior,
Occ - Not known R/o H.No. 5-43,6th cross, Mythrinagar, Mivapur,
Sherilingampally Cyberabad.

... Res ponde nt/co m pla inants

Petition under Secfion 482 of Cr.P.C Prayirlg that in the circutnstances

stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the t-ligh Court ma1'

be pleased topleased to call for the records in FtR No- 977 / 2021 datecl '19.7.2021

registered at MiyaPur Police Station, CyberaL-rad and quash thc same in tl-re

interest of iustice.

T.A. NO: zo-F 2022

Petition under Section 482 of Cr'P'C praying that in- the 
' 
circumstance s

statedintheMemorand"ofC'ot"tasofCriminalPetition'the[-IighCourtmal'
be pleased to grant 

"uy'-:lii 
f urther procecdings in FIR No 9"I7 /2021 datacT



79.7.2021 registercd at Mivapur Police Station, C,r,Lrerabar-1 inclucling arrest,
investigation and fi{ing of final report in the interest of justice.

Criminal Petition No: 2588 of 2022

Between:

1

2

3

Deepak Cho-udary S/o Girdhari Lal Chouciary, Aged 27 years, Occ. private
Employee, R/o E-18, Ome Vihar, Rarnangai Roid, Brindadapur, Uttham
Nagar, New Delhi.

Vishal Kumar @ Vishal Chouha, S/o Rahul Kumar, Aged 27 Occ. private

[mployee, R/o Narsing Aparrmenr, T-5, 4th Floor, FIat-No. I Vani Vihar,
Uttam Nagar, New Delhi.

Krishna Kumar Gulia, Sio Azad Singh Gutia, Aged 29 years, Occ. private
Employee, R/ o R-243, Narendra Enctave, Nagtdi Road, Najafnagar, Ner.r,
Delhi.

Karan Kumar, S/o Late. Sri. Satish Kumar, Aged. 21 years. Occ. private
Employee, R,/o Flat No. 253,3rd Floor, Ambarol Sectorllg, dwaraka, wew
Delhi.

!our-a_v Sharma, S/o Sunderlal,. Aged 21 years, Occ. private Emplo yee, R/o
lla-! No 253. Ambrahi, Dwaraka,-888, Dechakaula, Najafghar hola.'ru6*
Delhi.

Akaslr Sharma, S/o Saniay Sharma, Agcd 23 years, Occ. private Employee,
\/o.RZ-6s, M-Block, Dlraianrpura, Nal'afgnar ft""J, s"rin-wlri'o"lii,'"il"_
Delhi.

Dhananjay J(_undania, S/o Dharam Sing, Aged 21 years:, Occ. private

F[%:il,:?B/"fi,,:, 
o, E Bl,ck, Nirmar Viiiar.6;r N;d,'N;r,f;il., N;;;;;

Durgesh Kumar Jha. S/o. Surna Kunrar Jha, Agcd 2l years, Occ. privateEmployec, R/o C-65, vani Vitra,l Coi"rir'uli",i,' r.t?ga., ivc*, Delhi.
Ashutosh Kunrar Jha. S/o.Surna Krrrnar Jha, Agcd 24 ycars, Occ. privateEmptoyec, R/o c_6s, vani vitrai coi;;,,;u,i;;i il5ia., r..rc* ocrni.
Aman, S/o Avthar Sinrh Agcd 24 ycars, Occ. private Emplo yee, R/o 7S-A,Chandan prace, Rama E';.trr;, Ir,;rdi-n.r,rlil"ilrglar. ucw Dethi.
Kunal Kapoor, S / o Sunil. Kapoor, Aged about 2g years, Occ. privateLmproyee, R,/o H. No D_23, Kiran,a;;;;,;:i;,,il";, Nasa, Ncw Dethi.

5-111 ?l:::y,llj:i:,ilI,."roI., ls:q 28 1'cars. occ privatc Emproyee, R/o
Ncw Delhi. ..-r Nar.ada Mro Station, Brindapur, Utd;; N^;i;

4

5

6.

.7

8.

9.

10.

11.

72.

"[ilt-ilr*"']'ff ,];[::i,rrgi.]'i,f,f.i$3lr,if i,?,iiprivateEmprovee.14. Rajendra Kumar. S/o tiR7;E:i;s',.6iiiivz;,1*tl"T.1m*r,i:,rr:.1ffi?oc.privateEmproyee,
15. Deepu Manyali. S/o I

E", ir ;y;;'R); ;t i'r", ;: :il rfj#:,ff l;;I, tf""# sorlni,,, 
occ pri va te



16. Clrethan N"g_p9t S/o Pawan _Kumar, Agecl 27 years, ()cc. privatc Errrplo1,ce,
R/o H. No. F-29, Om Vihar, Uttham Nigar,New Delhi. petitioncrs,/ Atcrrscci
No.1-9. 12. 16 to 21.'

...Petitioner/Accused Nos. 1 Lo 9,12,16 to 2l
AND

i

2

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

Sri. Barick PradeepKumar, S/o Jayakrishna Barick, Aged 43 years, Occ.
F-rivate Em-ployee, R/o FI. No. 53/9, Phase-lV, KPHB eotony. Kukatpa[y,
Hyderabad.

Deepak Choudary S/o Girdtrari t'al Choudary' leed ZZ vears' Occ' Private

il#;;; lt;-6-i6, o."J^ilir''u';'nu."uneui noXa' Brindadapur' uttrram

Na[ar, New Delhi.

Vishal Kumar @ vishal Chouha, s/o Rahul Kumar, Aged 27- Occ .Privatc
#;i;;^Rr. Narsing $;;t*;i, r-5' 4th Floor' Flai No 7' Va.i Vilrar'

Uttim Nagar, New Delhi.

Krishna Kumar Gulia, Sio Azad Singh Gulia-' +S'ed 
29 vears' occ Private

Employee, R/o R-243, N;"ffi;"";tith'e' r"rugt6i Road' Nalafnagar' Ner'r"

Dethi-

Karan Kumar, S/o t-ate' Sri' Satish Kumar' tg"! " 
r'ears' Occ Private

Employee, R/o FIat Nr"' z#' eli'ilr"oi' n*u^toi Sectorllg' Drvaraka' Netr'

:::)r' sharma, s/o sundertal' Aged 21 years' occ' Privatc Enrplovec' R/o

Flat No. 253, Ambrahi' 'll^l'?]t''"-s8e' 
dcchakauli' Nalatghar Road' Ner''

... Res ponde nt/co m p I ai na nts

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court mav
be pleased toto call for the records in FIR No. 895 / 2A21, dated 25/9/2021
registered at KPHB Police Station, Cyberabad and quash the same in the irlterest
of justice.

I.A. NO:2 OF 22

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

stateci in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Pctition, the Iligtr Court ma1'

be pleased ro grant stay further proceedings in FIR No. 895/2021 dated25/9/2021,

registered at arrest, Warrants, KPHB Police Station, Cvberabad inclucling arrest

investigation and filing of final report in the interest of justice'

Criminal Petition No:2589 of2022

Betwee n:

1

?

3

4

:)

Dclhi



6 Akash Sharrna, S/o Sanjay Slrarrna, Agcd 23 vears, Occ. privatc Enrployee,
R/ o R245, M-Block, Dhaiarnpura, Naiitglrar iioad, Sourh West Delli'i, New
Delhi.

7. Dhananiay _K.undania,*S/9 -Dharam Sing, Agetl 21 years, Occ. privare

lmp]oyee, \/o 9a-e, E Btock, Nirmal Vi"har, 6ali No.6, Naiafghar, Nagloi
Road, New Dell-ri.

8. Durgesh Kumar Jha,. S/o Suma Kumar fha, Aged 21 years, Occ. private
Employee, R/oC-65, Vani ViharColony, Uttam NZgar, NJw Oefni.-- 

-

9. Ashutosh [u.mq Jha,- S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Agect 24 years, Occ. private
Employee, R/ o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, U[tam NXgar, fV"* O"if.,i. 

-- - --'

10. Aman, S/o Avthar Singh, Aged 24 _years, Occ. private Employee, R/o 75_A,
Chandan Place, Rama Enclav6, Jhardo Roacl, Najafghar, N.; Dl[.i. 

^'' " -

11. Kunal Kapoor, S / o*S^1n 1l Kapoor, Aged abour 2g years, Occ. private
Employee, R/o H. No. D-23, Kiran Garden]Uttham Naga,'New Deltri.

12. Ravi Bhati, S/o Niranjan Ku.mar, Agecl 2g 1.ears. Occ. privatc Employee, R/o
B.-34, J\4ansarampark, Nea r Navada" M ro ga ti on, B ri r rda pu r, -iif,;'Nr;" 

r,New Delhi.

13. Rahul }lgpu],- S/o Rakcsh.nagpal, Aged 25 ycars, Occ. private Employee,
R/ o E-8, Om Vihar, Uttham Na[ir, Briridapr., iv"* bef f.,i. 

" *'- *"'r'"r'
14. Rajendra^Kt1mar, S/ o F*::.! Kumar, Aged 20 years, Occ. private Employee,R/o E-118, Galli No.3, om Vitrar, Urtlram"Nagar; N;; D;it,t 

" ' q!! L.rrrv/!

15. Deepu Marygry, S/o Laxmi Chandu Manvani Aged 24 years, Occ. private
Employee. R/o NK Uniform Shop, Hasthal Road, New Delhi.

16. Chethan Nagpal, S/o pawan Kumar, Aged 27 ycars, Occ. private Enrployee,R/o H. No. F-2e. om vihar, Uttham N"'sr.N";'b;ihi I",il;;;J[[.," frlaNo.1-9, 12,1,6 to 2t.

AND
... Petitioney'Accused Nos. 1 to 9,72,76 to 21

ill"r:;:T"*'"langana, 
Represented by its public prosecutor High Court of

1

Sri. Sannyashi Navak. S/o Kalkiya, Agccl 3l vcars, (kc privalc Emplol,ec,
E{;"?",ilI,.* spr.ings, Gacrrir,;;l; vili;;'si,"1i i"}",,.,p. r r1, Mandal,

... Res po n dent/comp Iai na nts
petition under Sec

stated in tle Memorandr:":. :t-' of 
,Cr 

P C ptuyilq that in rlrc circumstances
b" pr"u,"a''to;;';ii'ili;':"'.T::',:'F,?'T;, ,i:1,,,:t: ,r," lligi, C",.i*,y
[f:i:[l,::.:"'r'i;;;i; Pori'" atu;i;..'.r'o".ji""ot"',li'l::,f1',",: ,:l:'i:t::"

2

t.A. NO: 20F 2022



Pctition under Section 482 of Cr.P.c praying that in the circunrsta.ces
stated in the Memorandum of'crounds of Criminal petition, the Higli Court rnal'
be pleasecl to grant stay, ail further proceedings in FIR No. 830/2021 clated
13.08.2021 registered at Gachibowli Police station, Cyberabad inclucii.g arrest,
investigation and filing of final report in the interest of justice.

Criminal Petition No: 2590 of 2022

Between:

1. Deepak Cl'roudary S/o Cirdhari t-al Choudary, Aged 27 years, Occ. private

!_mployee. R/o E-18. Ome Vihac Ramangar Road, Arindadapur, Uttharrr
Nagar, New Delhi.

2. Vislral Kumar @ Vishal Chouha, S/o Rahul Kumar, Aged 27 Occ. private
Employee, R/o Narsing Apartment, T-5, 4th Ftoor, FIai-No. 7, Vani Vihar,
Uttarn Nagar, Ncrv Delhi.

3. Krishna Kumar Gulia, Sio Azad Singh Gulia. Aged 29 years, Occ. Private
Employee, R/ o R-243, Narendra Enclave, Nagloi Road, Najafnagar, Nerv
Dclhi.

4. Kararr Kumar, S/o I-atc. Sri. Satish Kumar, Aged 21 1'eats, Occ. Private
Employee, R/o Flat No. 253,3rd Floor, Ambaroi, Sector-l9, Dwaraka, New
Delhi.

5. Gourav Sharma, S/o Sunderlal , Aged 21' years, Occ. Private Employee, R/o
Flat No. 253, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, B88, Dechakaula, Naiafghar Roacl, Nerv
Delhi.

6. Akash Sharma. S/o Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 years, Occ' Private Emplo)'ee'

R/oRZ-65, M-Block, Dhaiampura, Nalfghar Road, South West Delhi, New

Dell.ri.

7. Dtrananiay Kundania, S/o Dha:am .S]Lg, Aq"9. ?] ,u"3lt: .O:t l:l"ll:
Enrptoylti R/ o 94-A, E Block, Nirmal Vihar, Gali No6' Naiatghar' Naglot

Road, New Delhi.

8 Dureesh Kumar [ha, S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 27 years'..Occ Privatc

Empioyee, n/ o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony' Uttam Nagar' New ucrrrr'

9. Asllutosh Kumar .lha, S/o Suma Kumar tha' Aged 24 years'.Occ Privatc
' L;;pt;y;;, n7" c os, vuni vina' colonv, Uttam Nigar' New Dcthi'

10. Amarr, S/o Avthar Singh, Aged 24 years' Occ .Private 
E'"Plgyg'": R/o 75-A'

^" ah;;i; Place, Rama g?iu"E, Jnard'o Road' Najafghar' New Delhi'

11. Kunal Kapoor, S / o Sunil Kapoor' Aged about 28 vears' Occ' Privalc

Emptoyee, R/o H. No' >Zj,'krttic"ta""Tuttttu* Naga"New Delhi

-12. Ravi Bhati, S/o Niranian Kumar' +g:g zBJ::,t:occ' Privatc Employcc' R/rr

B-34, Mansara*p"tt' rti 
"ut-Nu"du- 

M'o Station' 
-Brindapu r' U ttl ra m N a ga r'

New Delhi'

13. Rahul Nagpal, S/o -ltakesh 
nagpal' Aged-Z5 years' Occ Private Ernploycc'

R/o E-8, Om Vihar' ";;"; 
r{u[l'' e'iiaupur' New Delhi'

1 4 Raiend ra *1,,.?r,?/ s Bfi..V,1l:fn*R13:,]iffi B:i 
Pri*at c E mpro1 c'l"

R/o E-118' Galti No r'



15. L)cepu Manvani, S/o Laxmi Chandu Manvani Ageci 24 1,ears, Occ. privatc
Enrployec. R,zo NK Uniform Shop, Hasttrat Roacl, Ne n, Delhi.

16 Clrethan- N"qpgi, S/o Pawan Kumar, Age,.1.27 1,ears, Occ. private Ernployee,
R/o H. No. F-29, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar,New Dethi. petitioners/Accrise<t
No.1-9, 12, 1.6 to21..

...Petitioney'Accused Nos. -1, to 9,'12,76 to 21

AND

1

2

The-State of Telangana and another, Represented by its public prosecutor
High Court of Telangana.

Sri. Maganti Chandra Mohan,S/ o M Kondal Rao, Aged 30 years, Occ
Pl-rarma Business, R/o H. No. 23-82 Ashok Nagar, Re puram.

... Res po nde nt/co mp lai na nts

Deepak Choudary S/o Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aged 27 years, Occ. private
Ernployee, R/o E-18, Ome Vihar, Ramangar Roacl, Brindadapur, Uttham
Nagar, New Delhi.

Vislral Kumar @ Vishal Clrouha, S/o ltahul Kumar, Aged 27 Occ. Private
Employee, R/o Narsing Apartment, T-5,4tli Floor, Flat No- 7, Vani Vihar,
Uttam Nagar, New Delhi.

Krishna Kumar Gulia, Sio Aza<1 Singh Gulia, Agecl 29 years, Occ. Private
Employcc, R/o R-243, Narendra Enclavc, Nagloi Roacl, Najafrragar. Nerv
Delhi.

Karan Kumar, S/o Late- Sri. Satish Kumar, Aged 21 vears, Occ- Private
Emplol,ee, R,/o Flat No. 253,3rd Floor, Arnlraroi, Sector-19. Dv\,araka, Ner^/
Dclh i.

Petition under section 482 of Cr.P.c praying that in tl're circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, ttre Higl'r Court may
be pleased toto call for the records in FIR No. 665/2021dated 18.08.2021 registered
at Ramachandrapuram Police Station, Cyberabad and quash the same in the
interest of .justice.

I.A. NO: 2OF 2022

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that ir-r the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may
be pleased to grant stay all further proceedings in FIR No. 665/ 2021 d,ated,
18.08.2021 registered at Ramachandrapuram Police Station, Cyberabad inctuding
arrest, filing of investigation and filing of final report in the interest of justice and
pass

Criminal Petition No: 2591 of 2022

lietwcen:

1

2

3

.l



5. C.ou rav Sharrna, S/o Surrderlal, Aggd 21 years, Occ. privatc Emptovec, R/cr
FIat No. 253, Ambrahi, Drt araka, 

-B88, 
Sechakaula, Najafghar 'Roi.1, 

Nern,
Dethi.

6 Akash Sharma, S/o Sanfal. Sharma, Agcd 23 ycars, Occ. private Ernployec,
R/ o R245, M-Btock, Dhaiampura, trla jifghar iload, South Wcsr Dellr'i, (.n.
Delhi.

7. Dhananjay _Kunclania,_S/o Dharam Sing, Aged 21 years, Occ. private
Enrployec, R/rr 9.1-A, E Block, Nirmal Vil-rar,6ali No.r,, Najafghar. Nagloi
Road, Nelt, Dellii.

8. Durgesh Kumar Jha, S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Aged, 27 years, Occ. private
Employc.e, R/o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uitam N"agar, Ndw Delhi.

9. Aslrutosh [u.m1 ]jra, S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Aged, 24 years, Occ. privatc
Emplovee, R/o C-(r5, Vani Vihar Colony, U[tam Nigar, New Oelhi.

10. Aman, S/o, Avthar Singh, Aged 24 years, Occ. private Employee, R/ o 75_A,
Chandan Place, liama Encla'e, Jhardo Road, Najafghar, t te* Ottni.

o^S^unil Kapoor, Aged about 28 years, Occ
o. D-23, Kiran Carden, Uttham Naga,-New Dell.ri

11. Kunal Kapoor,
Employee, R/o I

s/
i.N

12. Ravi Bhati, S/o Nirarrjan Kumar, Aged 2g years, Occ. private Emplovcc. R/tr
B-34, l\.,[ansarampark, Near NavadiMro Station, Brindapur, Uttiru"i fVajlr,
New Delhi

13. Rahul Nagpal, S/o Rakesh nagpal, Aged 25 years, Occ. private EmolovenR/o E-8, Om Vihar, Urtham Na[ir, Brindapur, irlew Delhi. 
''- -"'r""' -.-'

14. Rajcndra Kunrar, S/o Ramcsh Kumar, Aged 20 years, Occ. pri'ate Emplo'ce
R/o E-l18, Calli No.3, Om Vihar, Uttham"Nagar, New Delhi. 

'- -'-'r'-r--'
15. Deepu Manvani, S/o Laxmi Chandu Manvani Aged 24 years, Occ. private

Employec. Rr/o NK Uniform Shop. Hasthal Road, New Delhi.
16. thcthan Nagpal, S/o Pawan Kumar, Aged.27 years, Occ. private EmplovecR/o H. No. F-2q, Om Vihar, Uttham Nigar,Ne'w Delhi. petition"r;/A'.;;'r;;

No.1-9, 12, 16 to 21.

Private

...Petitioner/Accused Nos. 7 to 9,12,16 to 21
AND

1

2

The Statc of.Telangana., Represented by its public prosecutor High Court of
Telangana through Cyberabacl police Station, Cyberabad Districi

Sri, Nagcclnra Tilr,ari,, S/o Baliram Tiwari, Aged 31 years, Occ- private
9mployee,. R/o Plot No. 81/ A, Rajiv Gandhi Nlagar, 'Borabancla, 

Moosapet,
Cyberabad.

... Responde nt/co m p la i na nts

Petition under Sectior-r 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumsta.ces
stated in the Memorarrdum of Crouncls of Criminal Petition, the High Court rnay
be pleased to call for the records in FIR No. 683 / 2027 dated 08.7.2021 registerecl at
Kukatpally Police Station, Cybcrabad and quash the same in the interest of justicc.



t. N 2 ()F

Pctition urrdcr Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in tlre circumstanccs
stated in the Me nrorandun.r of Grounds of Criminal Pctitiorr, the l{igh Court ma1,
be pleasecl t() grant stay of all further proceedings in FIR No. 683/2021 dated
08.7.2021 registered at Kukatpally Police Station, Cyberabad including arrest,
fiting of in'estigation and filing of finat report, pending disposal of the :ibove
Criminal Petition in the interest of justice.

__---__-



Criminal Petition No: 2592 of 2O22

1. Dcepak Chouelarr S/o Ci16ll1a1; I-al Clroudary, Aged 27 ),cars, Occ. priv,itc
Lmplol'ee, R/o I:- ltl, Orrre Viltar, Ramangai Road, Brindadapur, Utth.rrn
Nagar, Nert, Delhi.

2. Vishal Kumar @ Vishal Chouria, s/o Rahur Kumar, Aged 27 occ. privarc
Employee, R/o Narsing Apartment, T-5, 4ttr Floor, Flat"No. 7, Vani Vil-rar,
Uttam Nagar, Neu, Detlii.

3. Krishna Kumar Culia, Sio Azad Singh Culia, Aged 29 1,ears, Occ. private
Employee, R/o R-24j, Narendra En-clavc, NaglSi Roacl, Najafnagar, New,
Delhi.

4. Karan Kumar, S/o Late. Sri. Satish Kumar, Aged 27 years, Occ. private
Employee, R/o Flat No. 253,3rd Floor, Ambaro[ Sector-19, Dwaraka, Nerv
Delhi.

5. Gourav Sharma, S/o Sunclerlal, Aged 21 years, Occ. Private Employee, R/o
Flat No. 253, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, 888, Dechakaula, Naiafghar Roid, New
Delhi.

6. Akash Sharma, S/o Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 years, Occ. Private Emplol,ee,
R/ o RZ-65, M-Block, Dharampura, Naiafghar Road, South West Delhi, Ner,r,
Delhi.

7. Dhananiay Kundania, S/o Dharam Sing, Aged 21 years,'Occ. Privatc
Employee, R/o 94-A, E Btock, Nirmal Vihar, Gali No.6, Najafghar, Nagloi
Road, New DeLhi,

8. Durgesh Kumar Jha, S/o Suma Kumar Jha, \g"d 4-years,.,Occ Private
Emfloyee, R/ o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nagar, New Delhi'

9. Ashutosh Kumar Jl-ra, S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 24 ye1:s,--Occ' Privatc

Employee. R/o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nagar., New Delhi'

10. Amaru S/cr Avthar Singh, Aged 24 yeats, Occ' Private -E-tptgyg.": 
R/o 75-A'

Chandan Place, Ran-ra E"nctavi, Jhard'o Road, Naiafghar' New Dell'ri'

11. Kunal Kapoor, S / o Sunit Kapoor,. Agg{.,ub""t 28 vears' Occ Privatc

Employee, R/o l{. No' o-i-i,'kii^iic"dett7Uttham Naga"New Dellri'

12. Ravi Bhati, S/o Niranian Kumar, Aged 281lears' Occ' Private Employ"l R/o
^- 

b+a, f. 
""tuiu*po.k,'N"ar 

Navadj'Mro Stutiott' Brindapur' Uttharn Nagar'

New Delhi.

13. Rahul Nagpal, S/o Rakesh nagpal, Aged 25 years' Occ' Private Employee'
^" iii;;-8;d;-Vihar. uttna', Na[ar' Briridapur' New Delhi'

14. Raiendra Kumar, S/o tlamesh Kumar' Ag:d 20 years' Occ' Private Employee'

'- ii7;';:iiri, e;iiiN; t, ilVi'r'-' uitr'^'"Ni::: 
I:"#1"u.,, o.. p.i,,ut"

''H";;,Y":L)t',iit"i,:14''f |';:fl:'H:l'x::l'**;;;"'i'
16.Chethanf ,e-p*7:i."ililnlil*$5;:.K"'itiff :"Ji',:'"'"",.:ff.I"'l'"i

R/o H. No F-29' Um
No 1-9, 12, 1 6 to 21 '



.. Petit io ner/Accused Nos. 1. to 9,72,76 to 27

1. Thc statc.f.Tcla.gana, Rcprcsc..ted by its pubtic prosecutor High Court of
Tela nga rra th r.u gl-r C,vbc rabad pol icc *a tion, Cybcrabacl D istric?

2. Sri. Vislrw,arnbcr Chou_bey, S/o Lalan Choudary, Agcd.42 years, Occ. pri'aic
linrplol,cg, R/o 7-864/2, Subhashnagar Bus stop, eithbull'apur, Cyberal.racl

... Respo nd e nt/co m p la i na n ts

Petitiorr urrder section 482 of Cr.p.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal petition. the High Court may
be pleasecl to call for the records in FIR No s79 / zo27 d.ated.07/06/2021 registered
at PetBahseerabad Police station, Cyberabad and quash the same in the inierest of
justice.

AND

I.A. NO: 2OF 2022

Criminal Petition No: 2618 of 2O22

Between:

Petition under section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances
statecl in the Memorandum of crounds of Criminal petition, the High Court may
be pleased to grant sta;r 2ll further proceedings in FIR No. 579 / 2021 dated 1.6.2021
registered at PetBasheeralrad Police station, Cyberabad including arrest
investigation and filing of final report in the interest of justice.

1

2

3

Deepak Choudary Srlo Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aged 27 years, Occ. private
Emplol,cc, R/o E-18, Ome Vihar, Ramangar Road, Brindadapur, Uttham
Nagar, Ncw Delhi.

Vislral Kumar @ Vishal Chouha, S/o Rahul Kumar, Aged 2Z Occ. private
Employcc, R/o Narsing Apartment, T-5, 4th Floor, FlaiNo. 7, Vani Vihar,
Uttam Nagar, New Dclhi.

Krislrna Kumar Gulia, Sio Azad Singh Gulia, Aged 29 years, Occ. private
Employee, R/ o R-243, Narendra Enclave, Nagloi Road, Naiafnagar, New
Delhi.

Karan Kumar, S/o Late. Sri. Satish Kumar, Aged 27 years, Occ. Privatc
Employec, R/o FIat No. 253, 3rd Flool Ambaroi, Sector-19, Dwaraka, New
Delhi.

Courav Sharma, S/o Sunderlal, Aged 2L years, Occ. Private Employee, R/o
Flat No. 253, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, B88, Dechakaula, Naiafghar Road, New
Dethi.

Akash Sharma, S,/ o Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 years, Occ. Private Employee,
R/ o RZ-65, M-Block, Dharampura, Najafgl-rar Road, South West Delhi, Nevr,
Dcllri.

.l

l

(t



7. Dhananjay Ku.tlarria, S/. Dhara.r Sirrt, Agecl 21 years, Occ. pri,ate
Employee, R/o 94 A. U Bl,r.k. Nirnral Vilrar, eali No.6, Najafghar, Nagloi
lload, Ner^,' De lhi.

8. Durgesh Kumar Jha, S/o Surla Kumar Jha, Agcd 21 ),ears, Occ. private
Employee, It/o C-(r5, Vani Vihar Colonr,, Uttam Nlgar, Ncw Delhi.

9. Ashutosh Kumar Jha, S/o Sunra Kunrar Jha, Agcd 24 years, Occ. privatc
Employee, R/o C65, Vani Vihar Colony, Urram Nigar, fVew Detni.

10. Aman, S/o Avttrar Singh,. Aged 24 years, Occ_ private Employee, R/ o 7S-A,
Chandan Place, Rama Enclavc, Jhardo Road, Naiafghar, Ne* O6tni.

11. Kunal Kapoor. S / o_Sunil Kapoor, Aged about 2g years, Occ. private
Employee, R/o H. No. D-23, Kiran Gardenl Uttham Naga,'New Delhi.

t2 !ryj Bhati, S/o Niranjan Kumar, Aged 28 ycars, Occ. private Emplovc€, R/o
B-34, Jvlansarampark, Near NavadiMro Sration, Brindapur. uttira# Najlr,
New Delhi.

13. Rahul !1eRal, S/o Rakesh nagpal, Aged 25 years, Occ. privare Employcr.,
R/o E{. Om Vilrar, Uttham Na[ar, Brin"dapur, ir]cw Delhi.

14. Raiendra Kumar, S/o Ramesh Kumar, Agcd 20 years, Occ. private Emnlovon
R/o E-118, Galli No.3, Om Vihar. Uttharn"Nagarl f.f"* O"iiri. 

-- -"'r"'r"'
15. Deepu Manvani, s/o Laxmi Chandu Manvani Aged 24 years, occ. private

Employee. R/o NK Uniform Shop, Hasthal Road, NYew Deliri.
16. Chethan Nagpal, S/o Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 years, Occ. private Emplovee

R/o H. No. F-29, Om Vihar, Ultham Nigar,Nc'w O"ff.,i. p.titio"t.tA:.4;;
No.1-9, 12, 76 to 27.

... Petit ioner/Accused Nos. 1to9,'1,2,16 to 2-t

AND

1. The state of.Telangana, Represented by its public prosecutor High Court of
Telangana through Cyberabad police Station, Cyberabad Districi.

2. Sri. M. Anil Chakrava rthy . S / o Neelakantam, Aged 36 years, Occ. private
Employee, ll/o Kolthur Village, Muchintalapall! Mandal Cyberabad.

...RESPONDENTCOMPLArNANTS

Petition under section 482 of Cr. P.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandurn o[ crounds of Criminal petition, the High Court may
be pleased to call for the records in FIR No. 322/ zozT dated 7.6.2021registered at
Shamirpet Police Station, C),berabad and quash the same in the interest of justice
and pass

I.A. NO: 2OF 2022

Petition under section 482 of Cr'P'C Pra)'|ing that in the circumstances
stated in the Memoranc{um of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court mat'

be pleased to grant sta), all f urtlrcr prclccedings irl I:t[]. No" 322/ 2021 clated 7.6.202'l



rcg-istcred at shamirpct Policc Station. Cvberabad includir-rg arrest, i 11\,estiga tior.r
and filing oI final report irr tl-re intcrest of iustice.

Criminal Petition No:2619 of 2022

Betwee n:

4. Karan Kumar. S/o Late
Employee, R/o Flat No.
Delhi.

plqat Choudary 
-Slo 

Cirdhar.i Lal Choudary, Aged 27 years, Occ. privare
bmptovee, t(/ o L-Iti, ()mc Vihar, Rama.gar Road, Brindadapur, Utthan.r
Nagar, Ncw Delhi.

vishal Kumar @ Vishal Chouha, S/o Rahur Kumar, Aged, 27 occ. private
Employee, R/o. Narcin6 Apartment, T-5, 4th Floor, Flat"No Z, Vu"i Vif-,".,
Uttam Nagar, Ncw Delhi.

Krishna Kumar Gulia, Sio Azad Singh Gulia, Aged, 29 years, Occ. private
Employee, R/ o R-243, Narendra Enilave, NaglJi Roadl rualof"agur, fv"*
Delhi.

-S_ri.- 
Satis-h Kumar, Aged 21 years, Occ. privatc

253, 3rd Floor, Ambaroi, Sector-19, Dwaraka, New

5. Courav Shar.ra, S/o Sunderlal , Agcd 21 ycars, Occ. private Employee, R/o
Flat No. 253, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, B88, Dechakaula, Najafghar hold, ru"*
Delhi

6. Akash Sharrna, S/o Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 years, Occ. private Employee,
R/o RZ-65, M-BIock, Dharampura, Nafafghar i{oad, South West Delh'i, (ew
Delhi.

7. Dhananfay _Kundania, S/o Dharam Sing, Aged 2l years, Occ. private
Employee, R/o 94-A, E Block, Nirmal Vihar, 6ali No.6, Najafghar, Nagloi
Road, New Delhi.

8. Durgesh KlTul l\a, _S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 2l years, Occ. private
Employee, R/o C-65, Vani Vil.rar Colony, Uttam Nigar, New Delhi.

9. Ashutosh Kumar Jha, S/o Suma Kumar ]ha, Aged. 24 years, Occ. private
Employee, R/ o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nigar, New Delhi.

10. Aman, S/o Avthar Sirrgh, Aged 24 years; Occ. private Employee, R/o 75-A,
Chandan Place, Rama Enclave, Jhardb Road, Najafghar. t t.r,i, O'.t t i

11. Kunal Kapoor, S / o Sunil Kapoor, Aged about 28 years, Occ. private
Employee, R/o H. No. D-23, Kiran Carden, Uttham Naga,"New Delhi.

12. Rav_i Dhati, Srlo Niranjan Kumar, Aged 28 years, Occ. private Employee, R/o
B-34, I4an-sarampark, Near Navada Mro Station, Brindapur, Uttham Nagar,
New Delhi.

13. Rahul Nagpal, S/o li.akcsh nagpal, Aged 25 years, Occ. privare Employec,
R/o E-8, Om Vilrar, Uttham Na[ar, Brindapur, Ncw Delhi.

14. RaiendraKumar, S/o ["-::! Kumar, Aged 20 years, Occ. private Employec,
R/o E-118, Galli No.3, Om Vihar, Utttram Nagar, New Dell-ri.

15. Deepu Manvani, S,/o Laxrni Chandu Manvani Aged, 24 ycars, Occ. privatc
Emplol,ps. R/o NK Uniform Shop, Hasthal Road, New Deliri.

.1

2

3



16. Chethan Nagpal, S/o Par.varr Kuntar, Agctl 27 t,cars, Occ. Privak: Employec,
tl/o H- No. F-29, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar,Nen, Delhi. l'etitioncrs/ Accusecl
No.1-9, 12, 76 to 27.

... Petit io ncr/Accu sed Nos. -l to 9,'1,2,16 to 21

AND

1. T['re State of Telangana. Represented bv its Public Prosecutor High Court of
Telangana.

2. Sri. Syed Junaid Ali, S/o Late. Syed Ahmed, Aged 36 years, Occ. Electrical
Engineer, R/o H. No. 8-15-7'15/7, Ncw Akbar Colony, Mailarc.levpally,
Raiendranagar.

... res po ndent/co mplai nants

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in thc circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, thc High Court may
be pleased to call for the records in FIR No. 854 / 2027 dated 08/09 / 2021 rcgistered
at Mailardevpally Police Station, Cyberabad and quash the samc in the interest of
iustice.

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandurn of Grounds of Crin-rinal Petition, the High Court may
be pleased to grant stay all further proceedings in FIR No. 854 / 2021, as well as
complaint copy dated 08/09/2021, registered at Mailardevpally Police Station,
Cyberabad including arrest, investigation and filing of final reprort in the interest
of justice.

Criminal Petition No: 2620 of 2022

Between:

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

2. Vishal Kumar @ Vishal Chouha, S/o tlahul Kumar, Aged 27 Occ. Private
Employee, R/o Narsing Apartment, T-5, 4th Floor, Flat No.7, Vani Vihar,
Uttam Nagar, New Delhi.

3. Krishna Kumar Culia, Sio Azacl Singh Culia, Aged, 29 years, Occ. Private
Ernployee, R/ o R-Z43, Narendra Enclave, Nagloi Road, Naiafnagar, New
Dethi.

4. Karan Kumar, S/o L-ate. Sri. Satisli Kunrar, Agccl 21 ycars, Occ. Private
Employee, R/o Flat No.253,3rd Floor, Anrbaroi, Sector-19, Drn'araka, Ncu'
Delhi.

I.A. NO: 2 OF 2022



5. Courav Sharnra, S/o Sr.rrrr-lcrla[, Ageci 21 ycars, Occ. Private En-rployee, R/o
Flat No. 253, Ambral-ri, Dw,araka, B8B, Dcchakaula, Najafgtrar Roid, New
Delhi.

6. Akash Slrarma, S/o Sanjay Sharma, Agecl 23 years, Occ. private Employee,
R/o RZ-65, M-Block, Dharampura, Najifgl-rar iload, South West Delhi, Nen,
Delhi.

7. Dlrananiay Kundania, S/o Dharam Sing, Aged 2L years, Occ. private
lnrp]o.yee, \/o 94-e, E Block. Nirmal Vihar, Gali No.6, Najafghar, Nagloi
Road. New De[[ri.

8. Durgesh Kumar Jha, S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 21 years, Occ. Private
Employee, R/o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nagar, New Delhi.

9. Aslrutosh Kumar Jha, S/o Sunra Kumar jha, Aged, 24 years, Occ. Private
Employee, R/o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nagar, New Delhi.

10. Aman, S/o Avthar Singh, Agcd 24 years, Occ. Private Employee, R/ o 75-A,
Chandan Place, Rama Enclave, Jhardo Road, Najafghar, New Delhi.

11. Kunal Kapoor, S / o Sunil Kapoor, Agecl about 28 years, Occ. Private
Employee, R/o I{. No. D-23, Kiran Carden, Uttham Naga, New Dethi.

12. Ravi Bhati, S/o Niranjan Kumar, Aged 28 years, Occ. Private Employee, R/o
B-34, Mansarampark, Near Navada Mro Station, Brindapur, Uttham Nagar,
New Delhi.

13. Rahul Nagpal, S/o Rakesh nagpal, Agccl 25 years, Occ. Private Employee,
R/o E-8, Om Vihar, Uttharn Nagar, Brinclapur, New Delhi.

14. Raiendra Kumar, S/o Ramesh Kumar, Aged 20 years, Occ. Private Employee,
R/o E-118, Galli No.3, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar, New Delhi.

15. Deepu Manvani, S/o Laxmi Chanclu Manvani Aged 24 years, Occ. Private
Employee. R/o NK Uniform Shop, I{asthal Road, New Delhi.

16. Chetl-ran Nagpal, S/o Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 years, Occ. Private Employee,
R/o H. No. F-29, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar,New Delhi. Petitioners/Acrused
No.1-9, 12,76 ro27.

...Petitioner/Accused Nos. 1to 9,\2,16 to 21

AND

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

2. Sri. Shaik Kazam, S/o Late. Shaik Mohammed, Aged 38 years, Occ. Driver,
R/o H. No. 4-10-43/6/4/C,9 number, falal Baba Nagar, Attapur,
Rajendranagar.

...res ponde nt/complai nants

Petition under Section 4U2 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances
statecl in the Memorandum o[ Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may
be pleased to ca[[ for the records in FIR No. 7760 / 2021 dated 31.08.2021 registered
at Rajendranagar Policc Station, Cyberabad ancl quash the same in the interest of
justice.



Petition trnder Section 482 of Cr.p.C praying that in thc circumstanccs
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal pctition. the l{igh C.urt may
[rc pleased to granr stay of all further proceedings iu FIR No. 17i0/2021 datcd
31.08.202'I registered at Rajendranagar policc Station, Cvbcrabael irrclutling arrest,
investigation and filing of final report, pending clisposat o[ the abo'e Criminal
Petition in the interest of justice_

I.A. NO: 2OF 2022

Criminal Petition No: 262-l of 2022

Between:

1. Deepak Choudary s/o Girdhari lal choudary, Agecl 27 years, occ. private
E-mploye_e, R/o E-18, Ome Vihar, Ramangai RoIa, friiaoaapur, Uttham
Nagar, New Delhi.

2. vishal Kumar @ Vishar Chouha. s/o Rahur Kumar, Aged. 2z occ. private
!-mployee, R/o Narsing. Aparrmeni, T-5, 4th Floor, Flat"No. 7, Vani Vihar,
Uttam Nagar, New Delhi.

3. Krishna Kumar Gulia, sio Azad singh Guria, Aged 29 years, occ. private
Employee, R/o R-242, Narendra Enilave, trtagtdi Road, Naiafnagar, New
Delhi.

4. Karan Kumar, S/o Late.- _Sri. Satish Kumar, Aged 21 years, Occ. private
lqgloyee, R/o Flat No. 253, 3rd Floor, Ambaroi Sectorllg, O*a.utr, we*
Delhi.

5. lour-av Sharma, S/o Sunderlal , Aged 2l years, Occ. private Emplovee. R/oFlat No. 253, Ambrahi, Dwaraka,"B88, Dechakaula. Nalatghar'R;J,'N;*
Delhi.

0 $!as!r_Sfg rma, S/o Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 ycars, Occ. private Emplovee,
R/o RZ-65, M-Block, Dliaiampura, Nalitgnar iload, South Wcst pelh'i, New
Delhi.

7. Dhanan;'ay _Kundania, _S/o Dharam Sing, Aged 2l years, Occ. i)rivate
!mp.fo.yec, R/o 94-A, E Block. Nirmal Vil"rar, 6ati No ti, Nalafghar, Nagioi
Road, New Deliri.

8. Durg.esh K]mar Jha, S/o Suma Kumar Jlia, Agetl 21 years, Occ. privatc
Employee, R/ o C45, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nigar, Neit, Delhi.

9. Ashutosh Kumar Jha, S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Ageci 24 vt,ars, Occ. private
Enrployee, ll/ o C-65, Vani Vil-rar Colony, Uttam Nigar, Nc,r.r, Delhi.

10. Aman, S/o. Avthar Singl'r,. Aged 24 years, Occ. privare Empleyes, R/o Z5-A,
Chandan Place, Rarna Enclave, Jhardo Road, Najafghar, rue* Ottni,

11. Kunal Kapoor, -S / o Sunil Kapoor, Aged about 28 vclrs, Occ. private
Employee, R/o H. No. D-23, Kiran Gardcn, Utthan-r Naga,-Nor, Delhi.

12. Ilvj Bhati, S/o Niranjan Kumar, Aged 28 years, Occ. private [imployce, Il/o
B-34, l\4arsarampark, Near Navadi Mro Station, []rinclapur, Uttliam Nagar,
New Delhi.



13. Ra.hul !1SRal, S/o Rakesh nagpal, Agecl 25 vcars, Occ. private Employee,
R/o E-8, Om Vihar, Uttham Na[ar, Bririclapur, l\en, Delhi.

14. Rajendra^Kumar, S/o Ra.resh Kur.ar, Agcrl ?0,r,ears, Occ. private Emp[oyee,
R/o E-118, Calli No.3, Onr Vihar, Utthani Nagar, Ner.r, Delhi.

15. Deepu Manvani, S/o Laxmi Chandu Manva,i Agecl 24 years, Occ. private
Employc.e. R/o NK Uniform Strop, I{asthal Roarl, New Delhi.

16. Clrethan Nagpal, s/o Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 vcars, occ. private Emorovee
R/o H. No. F-29, Om Vihar, U*hanr Nigar,Ne'w Dcilri. petition";tA'.;;'r;;
No.1-9, 72,76 to 21.

...Petitioner/Accused Nos. '1, to 9,12,'16 to 2t

1. The state of.Telangana, Represented by its public prosecutor High Court of
Telangana through Cybcrabad policc Statiorr, Cybcrabad DistricT.

2 lll 9 Satya Kumar, S/o C, Narayana, Aged 41 years, Occ. professor , R/ o 73_
299 /1, Farooqnagar, Cl.rrisrian Colon1,, S[adnagar

... Respondent/complainants

Petition under section 482 of cr. p.C praving that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of crounds of Criminal petitio., the High Court may
be pleased to call for the records in FIR No. 287 /202'\ dated 25/3/2621 registered
at shadnagar Police station, Cyberabad arrd quash the same in the intirest of
justice and pass

AND

I.A. NO: 2OF 2022

Criminal Petition No: 2622 of 2O22

Between:

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.lr.C pra)/ing that in tl-re circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of crouncls of Criminal petition,the High Court may
be pleased to grant stay all further proceeclings in FIR No. 2g1/ 2021, d.ated
25 / 3/ 202-l registered at shadnagar police Statio^, cyberabad including arrest,
investigation and filing of final report in the interest of iustice.

1 Deepak Choudary S/o Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aged 27 years, Occ. private
E-mplo),-e_e, R/o E-18, Ome Vihar, Ramangai nold, grlndadapur, Uttham
Nagar, New Delhi.

Vishal Kumar @ Vishal Chouha, S/o Rahul Kumar, Aged 27 Occ. private
E-mployee, R/o Narsing Apartmenr, T-5, 4ttr Floor, Flat"No. Z Vani Vihar,
Uttam Nagar, New Delhi.

Krislrna Kumar Gulia, Sio Azacl Singh Culia, Aged 29 years, Occ. private
Empioyee, R/ o R-243, Narendra Errclave, lJagldi Road, Najafnagar, New
Delhi.

2.

3



4. Karan Kumar, S/o l-ate
Ernployee, Rr/o Flat No.
Dclhi.

. Sri. Satish Kumar, Aged 21 r,e.rrs, Occ. Privatc
253,3rd Floor, Ambarc)i, Seck)r-19, Dr,r,araka, Ncr,r,,

5. Courav Sharma, S/o Sunderlal, Aged 21 years, Occ. private [.inrplo1,ee, R/o
Flat No. 253, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, 888. Dectrakaula, Najafghar'Roid, Ncu,
Delhi.

6. Akash Sharma, S/o Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 years, Occ. privatc Employee,
R/o RZ-65, M-Block, Dharampura, Nalifghar iload, South West Delhi, Ner,r,
DeIhi.

7. Dhananjay _Kundania, S/o Dl-raram Sing, Aged 21 years, Occ. privatc

lmpfo.yee, \/o 9a-e, E Block, Nirmal Vihar, eati No.6, Najafghar. Nagtoi
Road, New Delhi.

8. Durgesh Kymar Jha, S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 27 years, Occ. private
Employee, R/ o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nigar, New Delhi.

9. Aslrutosh Kumar Jha, S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 24 years, Occ. private
Employee, R/o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nigar, Nt w Delhi.

10. Aman, S/o Avthar Singh,_ Aged 24 years, Occ. private Ernployee, R/ o 75_A,
Chandan Place, Rama Enclave, Jhardo Road, Nafafghar, New DAIhi.

11. Kunal Kapoor, S ,/ o Sunil Kapoor, Aged about 28 1,ears, Occ. private
Employee, R/o H. No. D-23, Kiran Gardenl Uttham Naga,'New Dclhi.

12 |lvj Bhati, S/o Niranjan Kumar, Aged 28 years, Occ. privare Employee, R/o
B--34, l\,{ansarampark, Near Navadi Mro *ation, Brindapur, Utthari Nagar,
New Delhi.

13. Rahul fryea_I,-.,S/o ryakesh nagpal, Aged 25 years, Occ. privarc Employee,
R,lo E-8, Om Vihar, Uttham Na[ir, Brindapur, i{eu, Delhi.

14 Rajendra Xumar, S/o \"*::l Ku_rr-ra1, Aged 20 years, Occ. privatc llmplo_vee,
R/o E-118, Calli No.3, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar, Nevv Delhi.

15. Deepu Manvani, S/o Laxmi Chandu Manvani Agetl 24 vcars, C)cc, pri,ate
Employee. R/o NK Uniform Shop, Hastl-ral Road, I\J.-cw Deliri.

16. Chethan Nrg_pl S/o Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 years, Occ. private Employee,
R/o t-1. No. F-29, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar,Nert, Delhi. per itio.crs/ Accu'secl
No.1-9, 12, 76 to27.

...Petitioner/Accused Nos. 7 to 9, 72,76 to 21

AND

1. The State of Telangana, Represented by its Pubtic Prosecutor tJigh Court of
Telangana.

2. Smt. Mini Saji, Wrlo Saji Madhavan, Aged 48 years, Occ- Privatc Teacher, R/o
H. No. 7-2-1027,9RT 772, Sanathnagar, Cyberabad.

...Responde nt/co m plai nants

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in thc circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the t-ligh Court may



be pleascd to call for the records in FIR No. 604 /2021 ciater{ 18_08.2021 registered
at Sanathanagar Police Station, Cyberabad and quash the same in the interest of
iustice.

1.A. NO: 2OF 2022

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praving that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Crimirral Petition, the l{igh Court may
be pleased to grant stay all further proceeclings in FIR No. 604 / 2021 dated
18.08.2021 registered at Sanathanagar Police Statior-r, Cyberabad lncluding arrest,
filing of investigation and filing of final report irr tlre intercst of justice.

Criminal Petition No: 2623 of 2022

B etween:

1. Deepak Choudary S/o Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aged 27 years, Occ. Private
Employee, R/o E-18, Ome Vihar, Ramangar Road, Brindadapur, Uttham
Nagar, New Dell'ri.

2. Vishal Kumar @ Vishal Chouha, S/o Rahul Kumar, Aged 27 Occ. Private
Employee, R/o Narsing Apartment, T-5, 4th Floor, Flat No. 7, Vani Vihar,
Uttam Nagar, New Delhi.

3. Krishna Kumar Gulia, Sio Azad Singh Gulia, Aged 29 years, Occ. Private
Employee, R/o R-243, Narendra Enclave, Nagloi Road, Najafnagar, New
Delhi.

4. Karan Kumar, S/o Late. Sri. Satish Kumar, Agecl 21 years, Occ. Private
Employee, R/o Flat No. 253,3rd Floor, AnrLraroi, Sector-19, Dwaraka, New
Dell.ri.

5. Gourav Sharma, S/o Sunderlal, Aged 21 years, Occ. Privatc Employee, R/o
Flat No. 253, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, B8ti, Dechakaula, Najafghar Road, New
Delhi.

6. Akash Sharma, S/o Saniay Sharma, Agec{ 23 ycars, Occ. Private Employee,
R/ o R245, M-Block, Dharampura, Najafghar lioacl, South West Delhi, New
Delhi.

7. Dhananjay Kundania, S/o Dharam Sing, Agccl 21 years, Occ. Private
Employee, R/ o 94-A, E Block, NirmaI Vihar, Cali No.6, Najafghar, Nagloi
Road, New Dell-ri.

8. Durgesh Kumar fha, S/o Suma Kumar Jha. Aged 21 years, Occ. Private
Employee, R/ o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nagar, New Delhi.

9. Ashutosh Kumar fha, S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 24 years, Occ. Private
Employee, Rrzo C-65, Vani Vihar Colony. Uttam Nagar, New Delhi.

10. Aman, S/o Avthar Singh, Aged 24 years, Occ. Private Emplol,ee, R/ o 75-A,
Chandan Place, Rama Enclave, Jhardo Road, Nalafghar, New Delhi.

11. Kunal Kapoor, S / o Sunil Kapoor, Aged about 28 years, Occ. Private
Employee, R/o H. No. D-23, Kiran Garden, Uttham Naga, New Delhi.



12. Ravi Bhati, S/o Niranjarr Kumar, Agccl 2ti vcars, Occ. I,rivatc l:nrpltrr,,ct,, Ii/o
R;t1;#i,1,:".",npark, 

Ncar Navada"Mro Si;ii";. arin.rrpr., iiiirl",;, rrr^*;r,

13. Ralrul |\1Spot. S/o Rakcsh .nagpal, Agecl 25 years, Occ. [,rivatt, Ljrnl.rlovct,,R/o E-8, Om Vihar, Urrham rua[ir, bri,iJapur,'rve," p.lni.
t+ [1ie1ayg^f umar, S/o 1".::l Kumar, Aged 20 years, Occ. privatc Enrploi.cc,R/o E-l18, Galli No.3. Om Vihar, Utttram"trtagar]New Delhi.
15. Deepu Manvani, S/o Laxmi Chandu Manvani Aged 24 years, Occ. private

Employee. R/o NK Uniform Shop, Uustt ai n"aa, New Delhi.
16. Clrethan Nagpal, S/o pawan.Kumar, Aged 27 years, Occ. private Emplovce,R/o H. No. F-29. Om Vihar, Urtham N;Sr.N";;;ht. ;;";t,;;;"';oii#uNo.1-9, 12, 76 ro 27.

1. The State of Telansara-, Represented by its public prosecutor High Court ofTela nga na tn r"ugfi cyLuruirt p;;A;;; Cyberabad D isr ricr
2. Sri. Sheri Davakar Redcly. S/o S. Mohan Reddy, Aged 30 years, Occ. I)rivate

ITpl..vSS, R7o H. No.:'-oZi, q-city-RouJ,6l*riaoaay, opposire SBl,Behind Herirage Fresh Cy6erabad. '

... Respo nde nt/co m p la i na n ts

Petition under Section 
- 482 of Cr.p.C praying that in the circumstarrcesstated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal p"etition, ,n" uigirt"r.i 

^"ybe pleased to calr for tl'rc records in FIR No. zssliozt dated22/a/21zr ."lirt"-aat Gachihor'r'li Prrice starion, Cyberabad and quash the samc in rrrc intcrcst otjustice and pass

AND

I.A. NO:2 OF 2022

Criminal Petition No: 2624 of 2022

...Petitioner/Accused Nos. 1, to 9,12,16 to 27

Privatc
U ttha nr

Petitit-rn under section 
- 492 of Cr.p.C praying tl-ra t in trre circumstancesstated in the Memorandum of Crounds of Criminat petition, the l{igh Court may

!c pleased to granr sray a.ll further proceedings in FIR No. 3gg/2021 datctl7.2/ 4/2021 registcred at Gachibowli policc Station] Cyberabad including arrcst, inthe interest of iustice.

Between:

1 Decpak Chouc{ary S/o Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aged 27 ycars, OccEmplol'ee, R/o E-l8. Omc Vihar, Ramangai'n"Xa, n.in.t"aop,r.,
Nagar, Ncn, Delhi_



2. Vishal Kumar @ Vishal Choutra, s/o [lahul Kumar, Aget{ 17 occ. pri'ate
Employcc, R/o Narsing Apartment, T-5, 4th Floor, Flat*No.7, Vani Vihar,
Uttan-r Nagar, New Delhi.

3. Krishna Kumar culia. sio Azad singh Gutia, Aged 29 vears, occ. pri'afs
Employee, R/ o R-243, Narendra Enilave, NagtJi Road, Najafnagar, New
De Ilri.

4. Karan Kung1, S/o I ate. Sri. Satish Kumar, Aged 21 years, Occ. private
Employee, R/o Flat No. 253, 3rd Flool Arnbarol Secrorllg, drnaraka. New
Delhi.

5. Courav Sharma, S/o Sunderlal, Agcd 2'l vears, Occ. private Employec, R,/o
FIat No. 253, Arnbrahi, Dwaraka, 888, Dcchakaula, Najafghar'Roici, New
Dclhi.

6. Akash Sharma, S/o Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 years, Occ. private Employee,
R/ o RZ-65, M-Block, Dhaiampura, Naiafghar iload, South West Delhi, (lew
Delhi.

7. Dhananjay _K.un{ania,_S/o Dharam Sing, Aged 21 years, Occ. private

lmp.foyee, \/o 9a-e, E Block, Nirmal Vi[ar, Cali No.6, Najafghar, Nagtoi
Road, New Delhi.

8. Durgesh Kumar Jha, _S,/ 
o Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 21 years, Occ. private

Employee, R/o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nigar, Ncw Delhi.
9. Ashutosl'r Kumar Jha, S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 24 vears, Occ. prirzate

Employee, R/ o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nigar, New Dethi.
10. Aman, S/o Avthar Singh,_ Aged 24 years, Occ. private Employee, R/ o 75_A,

Chandan Place, Rama Enclave, Jhardo Road, Najafghar, New OLthi.
11. Kunal Kap_oor, ! / o Sunil Kapoor, Aged about 28 years, Occ. private

Employee, R/o H. No. D-23, Kiran Garden, Uttham Naga,-New Dcthi.
i2 [1v] Bhati, S/o Niranjan Kurnar, Aged 28 years, Occ. private Employee, R/o

B.-34, lv{ansarampark, Near Navada Mro Station, Brindapur, Uttham Nagar,
Neu, Delhi.

13. Rahul flgeal, S/o Rakesh nagpal, Aged 25 ycars, Occ. private Employee,
R/o E-8, Om Vi[-rar, Uttham Nagar, Brindapur, New Delhi.

14. Raiendra-Kumar, S/o S-g:f Ku,ma1, Aged 20 years, Occ. private Employee,
R/o li-l18, Galli No.3, Om Vihar, Uttharn-Nagar, Ner.t, Dclhi,

15. Dccpu Manvani, S/o Laxmi Chandu Manvani Agcd 2{ l,ears, Occ. private
Employee. R/o NK Uniform Shop, Hasthal Roa<i, New Dcliri.

16. Clrethan- NuAp:! S/o Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 1,ears, Occ. prir.atc Employee,
R/o I{. No. F-29, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar,N& Delhi. pctitioners,/.Accuscd
No.1-9, 12, 76 to 27.

...Petition ey'Accu sed Nos. 1 to 9, "12, '1.6 to 21

ANI]

1
'fhc State of Tclangana, Represented by its trublic Prosccutor Higtr Court of
Tela nga na throu gl'r Cyberabacl Police Station, Cvberabarl District.



Sri. D. Chennalra lleclclv, S/o Bal Rerldy, Agecl 4) years, Occ. Business, R/o
Flat No. 27 and 22, GM-Dunciigal, Cl,berabici.

...Respondent/co mpla ina nts

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C pra),ing that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court mav
be pleased to ca[[ for the records in FIR No. 364/ 2027 dated.13/ 4/2021 regisrerecl
at Dundigal Police station, Cyberabad and quash the same in the interest of justice
and pass

)

Petition under s.ction 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memoranrlurn of crounds of Criminal petition, the High Court rn:rv
be pleased pleased to grant stay all further proceedings in FIR No. 3e+1202t clated
B/4/2021 registered at Dundiga[ Police station, cyberabad including arresr,
investigation and filing of final report in the interest ofjustice, pending diiposat of
the above Criminal Petition in the interest of justice.

I.A. NO: 2 OF 2022

Criminal Petition No: 2625 of 2022

4. Karan Kumar, S/o Late
Employee, R/o Flat No.
Delhi.

1

2

3

Deepak Cho^udary S/o Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aged 27 years, Occ. private
!.mploye", R/o E-18, Ornc Vihar, Ramangai Roid, erindadapur, Uttham
Nagar, New Delhi.

Vishal Kumar @ Vishal Chouha, S/o Rahul Kumar, Aged 27 Occ. private
Employee, R/o Narsing Apartment, T-5,4th Floor, Flat"No.7, Vani Vihar,
Uttam Nagar, Nerv Delhi.

Krishna Kumar Culia, Sio Azad Singh Gutia, Aged 29 years, Occ_ private
Employee, R/o R-243, Narendra Enclave, Nagldi Road, Najafnagar, Nera,
Delhi.

6

7

8

. Sri. Satish Kumar, Aged 21 years, Occ. privatc
253,3rc1 Floor, Ambaroi, Sector-19, Dwaraka. New

lourav Sharma, S/o Sunderlal, Aged 21 years, Occ. private Employee, R/o
FIat No. 253, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, B88, Dechakaula, Naj.afghar Roid, N.,n,
Delhi.

lfas!_S!1rr.n3,_S/o Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 years, Occ. Private Employec,
R/o RZ-65, M-Block, Dharampura, Najafghar Road, South West Delhi, New
Delhi-

Dhananjay Kundania, S/o Dharam Sing, Aged 21 years, Occ. private

_Empfo.1ee, [/o 94-A, E Block, Nirmal Vihar, Gali No.6, Najafghar, Nagloi
Road, New Del[-ri.

Durgesh Kumar Jha, S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Age<l 21 )fcars, Occ. [)rivatc
Employee, R/o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nagar, Ner,r. Delhi.

Betrveen:



9. Ashutosh Kuntar Jha,- S/o Suma Kurnar Jha, Agcd 24 1,cars, Occ. prir,,atc
[:mploycc, R/o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttanr Nigar, Ner,r, Dc,lhi.

10. Anran. S,/o Avthar Singh, Aged 24 years, Occ. privatc Enrl,loyee, R/ o 7j_A,
Chanclan I'lace, Rama Enclave, |ttardo Road, Naiafghar, we- Oeltri

11. Ku.al Kapoor, s / o sunit Kapoor, Aged about 2g years. occ- privare
Employee, R/o I{. No. D-23, Kiran Gardenl Uttham Naga,'New Delhi.

I l. Ravi Bhati, S/o Niranjan Kumar, Aged 28 years, Occ. private Emrrlovcc. R/o
B-34, -lv,[ansarampark, Near Na'adiMro Station, Brindapur, UtttrarL fVagar,
New Delhi.

13. Rahul N1gpu,l, S/o Rakesh-nagpal, Aged 25 years, Occ. private Employee,
R/o E-8, Om Vihar, Uttham Nafar, Brindapur, iVew Dethi.

14. Rafendra Kumar, S/o [u*:{, Kumar, Aged 20 years, Occ. privaie Employee,
R/o E-118, Galli No.3, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar, New Delhi.

15. Deepu Manvani, S/o Laxmi Chandu Manvani Aged 24 years, Occ. pri'ate
Emplovec. R,zo NK Uniform Shop, Hasthal Road, New, Deliri.

16. Clrethan NuApgl, S/o Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 years, Occ. privare Employee,
R/o H. No. F-29, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar,New Deltri. peritio ncrs/ Accu'sed
No.l-9, 72,16 to 21.

Tlie.State of Telangana and Another, Represented by its public prosecutor,
I{igh Court of Telangana.

!1i M^allggl-a Ra!g, S/o M. Ramulu, Aged 43 years, Occ. Electrician, R/o H.
No. 49-190/94, NTR Nagar, Chinthal, Quthbutlapur, Balanagar Cyberabad.

... Respondent/comp la inants

Petition under Section 482 o{ Cr.P.C praying that in the circurnstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal petition, the High Court may
be pleased to call for the records in FIR No. 402/ 2027 datedTT/08/2071 registered
at Balanagar (CYB) Police station, Cyberabad and quash the same in thc interest of
!ustice.

...Petitioner/Accused Nos. 1, to 9,72,76 to Z'L

AND

1

2

Betwecn:

I.A. NO: 2 OF 2022

Petition undcr section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that ir-r the circumstances
statecl in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court rnay
be pleasctl to grant stay all further proceeciings in FIR No. 402/ 2027 clatetl
17 / 0B / 2071 rcgistcrcd at Bala.agar (CYB) Police starion, Cybe rabatl includirrg
arrcst, investigation and filing of final report in the interest of justicc.

Criminal I'etition No: 2626 of 2022



1. Deepak Clrouclary S/o Cirr.lhari Lat Choutlary, Age,J 27 years, Occ. [)rivatc
Employee, R/o E-18, Ome Vihar, Ramangar Roarl, Brindadapur, Utthanr
Nagar, iriew Deihi.

2. Vishal Kumar @ Visl-rat Choutra, S/o Rahul Kumar, Aged. 27 Occ. privatc
Employee, R/o Narsing Apartmerlt, T-5, 4th Floor, FlaiNo. 7, Vani Vihar,
Uttam Nagar, Nelt, Delhi.

3. Krishna Kumar Culia, Sio Azad Singh Gulia, Aged 29 vears, Occ. prirrate
Employee, R/ o R-243, Narc-ndra Entlave, Nagloi Road, Naiafnagar, New
Delhi.

4. Karan Kumar, S/o Late. Sri. Satish Kumar, Aged 27 years, Occ. private
Employee, R/o Flat No. 253,3rd Floor, Ambaroi, Sector-l9, Dnaraka, New
Delhi.

5. Gourav Sharma, S/o Sunderlal, Aged 21 years, Occ. private Employee, R/o
Flat No. 253, Arnbrahi, Dwaraka, 888, Dechakaula, Najafghar 'Roid, 

New
Delhi.

6. Akash Sharma, S/ o Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 years, Occ. private Employcc,
R/o RZ-65, M-Block. Dlraranrpura, Najifghar Road, South West Dclhi, New
Delhi.

7. Dhananjay Kundania, S/o Dharam Sing, Aged 27 yeNs, Occ. Private
Employee, R/o 94-A, E Btock. Nirmal Vihar, Gali No.6, Najafghar, Nagloi
Road, Nen, Delhi

8. Durgesh Kumar Jha, S/o Suma Kumar Jl.ra, Aged 21, years, Occ. private
Employee, R/o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nigar, New Delhi.

9. Ashutosh Kumar Jha, S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 24 years, Occ. private
Employee, R,zo C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nigar, New Delhi.

10. Aman. S/o Avthar Singh, Aged 24 years, Occ. private Employee, R/o 75-A,
Chandan Place, Rama Enclave, Jhardo Road, Najafghar, New nitni.

11. Kunal Kap_oor, S / o Sunil Kapoor, Aged about 28 years, Occ. private
Employee, R/o H. No. D-23, Kiran Carden, Uttham Naga, New Delhi.

12 lryi Bhati, S/o Niranjan Kumar, Aged 28 years, Occ. private Employee, R/o
B--34, lr4ansarampark, Near Navada Mro Station, Brindapur, Uttiram Nagar,
New Delhi

13. Rahul l{1gprt, S/o Rakcsh nagpal, Agcd 25 years, Occ. privatc Employec,
Rrlo E-8, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar, Brinclapur, New Delhi.

14. Rajendra Kumar, S/o Ramesh Kumar, Aged 20 years, Occ. private Ernployee,
R/o E-118, Galli No.3, Om Vihar, Utttram Nagar, New Delhi.

15. Deepu Manvani, S/o Laxmi Clundu Manvani Aged 24 years, Occ. private
Employee. R/o NK Uniform Shop, Hasthat Road, New Delhi.

16. Clrethan Nagpa!, S/o Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 years, Occ. Private Employee,
R/o H. No. F-29, Om Vihar, Uttharn Nagar,New Delhi. Petitioners/ Accused
No.1-9, 12, 76 to2'1.

AND
...Petitioner/Accused Nos. 7 to 9, '1.2, 76 to 21



'fhc Statc o[.1elarrgana, Represented b], its Public Prosecutor, High Court of
Te'larrgana through C),berabad Police Station, Cyberabad Districi.

Sri Kolamucli Dl-rauarrja1,a, S/o Koteshwar Rao, Agetl 40 years, Occ_ Tailor,
ttlo Flat No. C-l, Sheya Apartmer.rt, pragathi Nagir, Cyberabad.

...Respondent/complai na nts

Petition under section 482 of Cr.p.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal petition, the High court rnay
be pleasecl to call for the records in FIR No. 277 / 2q27 dated 6.4.2021registered at
Bachupally Police Station, Cyberabad and quash the same in the interesi of iustice
and pass

2

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal petition, the High Court mav
be pleased to grant stay of all further proceedings in FIR No. 271/ 2021. d,ated
6.4.2021 registered at Bachupally Police station, Cyberabad including arrest,
investigation ancl filing of final report, pending disposal of the above Criminal
Petition in the interest of iustice.

I.A. NO: 2OF 2022

Crinrinal Petition No: 2627 of 2022

Betwec n:

1 Deepak Choudary S/o Girdhari Lal Choudary, Aged 2Z years, Occ. privatc

!,-ploy.e, R/o E-18, Ome Vihar, Ramangai Roid, Srinaadapur, Urtham
Nagar. New Delhi.

Vishal Kumar @ Vishal Chouha, S/o Rahul Kumar, Aged, 27 Occ. privatc
Enrployee, R/o Narsing Apartment, T-5, 4th Floor, FlaiNo. 7, Vani Vihar,
Uttam Nagar, New Delhi.

Krishna Kumar Gulia, Sio Azad Singh Gulia, Aged 29 years, Occ. private
Employee, I?. / o R-243, Narendra Enclave, Nagloi Road, Najafnagar, Ne r^,,

Delhi.

Karan Kumar, S/o t-ate. Sri. Satish Kumar, Aged 2l years, Occ. private
Employec, R/o Flat No. 253, 3rd Floor, Ambaroi, Sector-19, Dwaraka, Nera,
Delhi.

Courav Sl-rarma, S/o Sunderlal, Aged 21 years, Occ. Private Employee, R/o
[:[at No. 253, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, 888, Dechakaula, Najafghar Roid, N.*,
Dclhi.

Akash Sharma, Srlo Saniay Sharma, Aged 23 years, Occ. Private Emplo),ec,
R,/o RZ-65, M-Block, Dharampura, Najafghar Road, South West Delhi, Nen
Dclh i.

Dhananiav Kundania, S/o Dharam Sing, Aged 21 t,ears, Occ. Privatc
Iirnployec, \/o 9a-e, E Block, Nirmal Vihar, Gati No.6, Najafghar, Nagloi
Road, New, Delhi.

2

3

l
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8. Durgesh Kumar lha, S/o Suma Kurnar Jha, Agccl 21 1,ears, Occ. privatc
. Employee, R/o C-(r5, Varri Vihar Colorrv, Uttarn Nagar, New Delhi.

9. Ashutosh Kumar fha, S/o Suma Kurnar Jlra, Aged 2,1 years, Occ. Private
Employee, R/o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nagar, Nciw Delhi.

10. Aman, S/o Avthar Singh, Agecl 24 vears, Occ. Private Employee, ll/ o T5-A,
Chandan Place, Rama Enclave, Jhardo Road, Najafghar, New D-elhi.

11. Kunal Kapoor, S / o Sunit Kapoor, Age<1 about 28 vears, Occ. I)rivate
Employee, R/o I{. No. D-23, Kiran Carden, Uttham Naga,-New Dellii.

tZ !ry] Bhati, S/o Niranian Kumar, Aged 28 years, Occ. private Employee, R/o
B--34, lvlansarampark. Near Navada Mro Station, Brindapur, Uttlram Nagar,
New Delhi.

13. Rahul Nagpal, S/o Rakesh nagpal, Aged 25 ycars, Occ. private Employee,
R/o E-8, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar, Brinclapur. New Delhi.

14. Rajendra Kumar, S/o Ramesh Kumar, Aged 20 years, Occ. privatc Employee,
R/o E-118, Galli No.3, Om Vitrar, Uttham Nagar, New Delhi.

15. Deepu Manvani, S/o laxmi Chandu Manvani Aged 24 years, Occ. private
Employee. R/o NK Uniform Shop, Hasthal Road, New Deliri.

16. Chethan- l{.ap:I, S/o Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 years. Occ. private Employee,
R/o H. No. F-29, Om Vihar, Urtham Nagar,New Delhi. petitioners/ Aicused
No.1-9, 12 76 ro21.

...Peti tio ner/Accused Nos. 7 to 9,12,1,6 to 2t
AND

1

2.

The-State of Telangana and another, Represented by its public prosecutor
High Court of Telangana.

Sri. M-ocherla Jaya Kishore, S/o Yacobu, Aged 32 years, Occ. Accountant, R/o
Plot No. 57, Road No.8, llanikonda Garrlen, Puppatguda Village, Gandipet
Mandal.

...Respondent/complainants

Petition under Section 482 of Cr. P.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the I{igh Court may
be pleased to call for the records in FIR No. 1086 / 2021 dated.74.9.2021 registered
at Narsingi (CYB) Police station, Cyberabad and quash the same in the interest of
justice.

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, he High Court may
be pleased to grant stay of a[[ further proceedings in FIR No. 1086 / 2027 dated
14.9.2021.registered at Narsingi (CYB) Potice Station, Cyberabad including arrest,
investigation and filins of final rcport, pending c-lisposal of the abovc Criminal
Petition in thc irrtercst of iusticc.

I.A. NO:2OF 2A22



Crirninal ['etition No: 2628 of 2022

IJetrvcen:

1. Deepak Cl.routiary S/o Cirdhari Lal Choudary, Aged 27 years, Occ. Privare
Emplol,ea, R/o E-18, Ome Vihar, Ramangar Road, Brinc{aclapur, Uttham
Nagar, Ncrr, Dclhi.

2. Vishal Kumar @ Vishal Chouha, S/o Rahul Kumar, Aged 27 Occ. Private
Ernployee, R/o Narsirrg Apartment, T-5, 4th Floor, Flat No. Z Vani Vil-rar,
Uttam Nagar, New Delhi.

3. Krishna Kumar Gulia, Sio Azad Singh Gulia, Aged 29 years, Occ. Private
Ernployee, R/ o R-243, Narendra Enclave, Nagloi Road, Najafnagar, New
Dethi.

4. Karan Kumar, S/o Late. Sri. Satish Kumar, Aged 21 years, Occ. Private
Employee, R/o Flat No. 253,3rd Floor. Ambaroi, Sector-19, Dwaraka, New
Delhi.

5. Courav Sharma, S/o Sunderlal, Aged 2l years, Occ. Private Employee, R/o
Flat No. 253, Ambrahi, Dwaraka, B88, Dechakaula, Najafghar Road, New
Dethi.

6. Akash Sharma, S/o Sanjay Sharma, Aged 23 years, Occ. Private Employee,
R/o RZ-65, M-Block, Dharampura, Najafghar Road, South West Delhi, New
Delhi.

7. Dhananlay Kundania, S/o Dharam Sing, Aged 2'1. years, Occ. Private
Employee, R/o 94-A, E Block, Nirmal Vihar, Gali No.6, Najafghar, Nagtoi
Road, New Delhi.

8. Durgesh Kumar Jha, S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 27 years, Occ. Private
Employee, R/o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nagar, New Delhi.

9. Ashutosh Kumar Jha, S/o Suma Kumar Jha, Aged 24 years, Occ. Private
Employee, R/o C-65, Vani Vihar Colony, Uttam Nagar, New Delhi.

10. Arrran, S/o Avthar Sirrgh, Agecl 24 years, Occ. Private Employee, R/o 75-A,
Chandan Place, Rama Enclave, Jhardo Road, Najafghar, New Delhi.

11. Kunal Kapoor, S / o Sunil Kapoor, Aged about 28 years, Occ. Private
Employee, R,/o H. No. D-23, Kiran Garden, Uttham Naga, New Deltri.

12. Ravi Bhati, S/o Niranjan Kumar, Aged 28 years, Occ. Private Employee. Il/o
B-34, Mansarampark, Near Navada Mro Station, Brindapur, Uttham Nagar,
Neu,Delhi-

13. Rahul Nagpal, S/o Rakcstr nagpal, Aged 25 years, Occ. Private Employec,
R/o ES, Om Vihar, Uttham Nagar, Brindapur, New Delhi.

14. Rajerrdra Kumar, S/o Ramesh Kumar, Aged 20 years, Occ. Private Employee,
R/o E-118, Galli No.3, Om Vi[.rar, Uttham Nagar, New Delhi.

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

16. Clrethan Nagpat, S/o Pawan Kumar, Aged 27 years, Occ. Private Employee,
R/o H. No. F-29, Orn Vihar, Uttl-ram Nagar,New Delhi. Petitioners/ Accusecl
No.1-9, 12, 16 to 21,



...I'ct i tio ner/Acc u sed Nos.7to9,12,76to27

1. The.state of relangana a.d another, Represcrrtecl by its trublic prosecutor
High Court of Telangana

2 +i.q Rajanikanth, S/o G. Ram Mohan Rao, Aged 41 years, Occ. privare
Employee, R/o D. No. 5-1-49,BJp Office Roacl,kukatpalll,, I{yderabacl.

... Res po ndent/Co m p la i nants

Petition under section 482 of Cr.p.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandirm of Grounds of criminar petition, the Higrr court may
be pleased to call for the records in FIR No. 7o4g/ 2o2l d,ated, 25.9.2621 registered
at Kukatpally Police station, Cyberabad and quash the same in the intlrest of
justice.

AND

I.A. NO:2 OF 2022

The Court made the following: COMMON ORDER

Petition under Section 482 of Cr.p,C praying tl-rat in the circumstances
stated in the Memorandum of crounds of Criminar petition, trre High Court may
!: ^pl:l*d to grant stay all further proceedings in FIR No. rc41/2021 dated.
25.9.2427 registered at Kukarpaily potice Station, Cyberabad including arrest,
investigation and filing of final report in the interest of lustice.

Counsel for the Petitioners:- SR[. p. SHASHI KIRAN



TrIE HON'BLE Szu JUSTICE K.LAKSHMAN

CRIMINAL PETITION NOs.1232 t262 1264 L265
L27L, 2542, 25a3, 2584, 258s, 2546, 25a7. 2548,
2s89 2590 259r 2592 26L8 2619 2620 262r
2622, 2623 2624, 262s, 2626, 2627 AND 2628 0F
2022

COMMON ORDER:

The /is involved in these two barches of crirninal pctitions is

t.he sarne and therefore, they were heard together and ar e being

disposed of with the follorving common order.

2. These Criminal Petition are filed under Section - 482 of

the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 (for short, 'the Cr.P.C.') to

quash the proceedings in the First Information Reporrs the details

of which are mentioned in a tabular lorm below.

3. The Criminal Petitions vide Crl.P.Nos. 1232, 1262, 1264,

1265 and l27l of 2022 (bereinalier called 'Batch I') are fited by

the Petitioners who are arraigned as Accused Nos. 22 and 23 in

various First Information Reports.(FIRs).

4. The Criminal Petitions vide Crl.P.Nos.2582, 2583,2584,

2620, 262 l, 2622, 2623, 2624, 2625, 2626, 2627 and 2628 ol 2022

2585, 2586, 2581,2588, 2s89, 2s90, 2s9r,2s92, 2618,26t9,



2

(hereinafter called 'Batch II') are filed by the Petitioners '.vho ar-e

arraigned as Accused Nos. 22 and 23 in various FlRs.

5. ln both these batehes, the Petitioners seek clubbing ot

rnultiple FlRs registered against them and quash the same againsr

them.

6. Heard Sri R.Chandra Shekhar Reddy, learned counsel,

representing Sri Ch.Venkat Raman, leamed counsel lor the

petitioners and Sri Khaja Vizarath Ali, leamed Assistant public

Prosecutor for the State. Perused the record.

FACTS OF THB CASES

7. The genesis of filing these criminat petitions in both the

batches is an alleged online fraud. According to the FIRs and the

case remand diaries in all these cases, one Deepak Chaudry

(Petitioner No. I in Batch II) along with other accused used to run

a fake call center in Noida. He used to purchase data of people who

were RBL credit card holders and in some cases other credit card

holders from one Ravi Bhati (petitioner No. 12 in Batch II). After

collecting such data, the other accused would call the credit card

holders impersonating themselves as employees of such bank,s

credit card depa.tment. The accused would ask for details like the



cr€dit card rlumber, OTP, CVV, etc. from the victims. The said

credentials were used by the accused to make payments using

websites www.ekatmobileantm, www.GlobalFashionFreak.com,

tuwr,v. G lo bal b randbuc ket - com, www. Ecas h2 4 7. in, www. Ecas h 2 4 X7.

com) designed and developed by Vishal Kurnar'(Petiriorrer No. 2

in Batch II) and Krishnan Kumar Gulia (Petitioner No. 3 in Batch

II). These websites were linked to payment gateways like Paytm

and Razor pay and these payment gateways were in tum linked to

the bank accounts of Gourav Sl.rarma (Petitioner No. 5 in Barch II),

Akash Sharma (Petitioner No. 6 in Batch II) and one Anirha

8. It is specifically alleged that the Petitioners (Accused Nos.

22 & 23) in Batch II are also involved in the running ol lake call

centers and they are the sisters of the main accused Deepak

Chaudry. It is also alleged that they were also involved in rnaking

calls and collecting credit card credentials from the victims

9. Using this modus operandi, various calls rvere made to

various people and they were duped of lakhs ol rupees. Therefore,

varrous cn mes were registered against the accused/Petitioners

hcrein and the details of the same are provided belou,:
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Crl-t'
No.

Irrrpu
gncd

FIR
No.

Date
ol'Rcgistra

t ion

Po lice
Station

Name
oI Cornp-

lainant

st.
No

1232
of
2022

3)9
of
2021

14.07 .2021 Cybcr
cnnles

Enj amu ri
Venkata
Balaji

Sections 468.
471.420 r/*'
Section 120 ol
the IPC and

Sections 66C &
66D ol the
Information
Tcchnology
Act, 2000 (l f
Act,2000)

2 1264
of
2022

660
of
202t

12.07 .2021 Dundigal Behara
Shanmuka
Rao

Sections 468.
47 |, 420 ol the
IPC and
Sections 66C &
66D of the IT
Act,2000.

t 1262
of
2427

431
of
202t

02.t1.2021 Cyber
Crimes

G.Rajani
kanth

Section 420 ol
the IPC and
Sections 66C &
66D of the IT
Act,2000.

4 705
of
202 I

t9.07 .202t Gachi
bov.rli

Eppala
aL-r-^
Reddy

Section 420 ol
the IPC and
Sections 66C &
66D ol rhe tT
Act, 2000.

5 969
of
202t

05.10.202 t Mailar
devpally

Puri
Gopal

Section 420 ol
the IPC and
Sections 66C &
66D of the I't'
Act,2000.

6

1265
ol
2022

l2l I

ol
2072

2582
of
2022

309
oI
202t

l I .04.202 I Jagath
girigutta

Cottapu
Chandu

Section 420 of
the IPC and
Sections 66C &
66D of the IT
Act, 2000.

t

Allcged
O fle ncc s

I

I

I



)

25 8l
of
2022

t2l
of
2020

21.01.2020 Cyber
Crimes

Sarasu,at h i

Dharma-
raj an

Sections 419 &
420 0l' rhe I[,c
and Sections
66C & 66D oi
the IT n cr.

2000.

ti 2584
of
2022

i00
of
2021

04.04.20)t Gachi
bowli

Dasari
Vishal
Reddy

Section 420 of
the tPC and
Sections 66C &
66D of the IT
Act,2000.

()

l0

2585
of
2027

44 of
1020

10,0 t .2020 Cyber
Crimes

N. Pallavi
Reddy

Sections 419 &
420 ol the tPC
and Sections
66C & 66D oi
thc tT Act,
2000

2586
ol
2022

50r
of
202t

t9.06.202t Shad
nagar

Itha
Santosh

Section 420 ol
the IPC and

Sections 66C &
66D ol thc IT
Act, 2000.

It 2587
of
2022

9t7
of
2021

t9 01 .2021 Miyapur Abbaraj u

Nirmala
Section 420 ol
the IPC and

Scctions 66C &
66D ol the IT
Act, 2000.

t2 2588
of
2027

89s
of
202t

25.09.2021 KPHB
Colony

Barick
Pradeep
Kumar

Section 420 of
the IPC and
Section 66C ol
the lT Act,
2000.

li 2589
of
2022

810
of
20zI

t I .08.202 I Gachi
bowli

Sanyasni
Nayek

Section 42O of
the tPC and
Section 66D of
the IT Act,
2000.

I

I

I

I
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l4 2590
ol
2022

665
ol
2021

18.08.202 !

2591
ol
2022

683
of
2021

08.07.202 I

Rama
chandra
puram

Chandra
mohan

Scction 420 of
thc IPC and
Scctions 66C &
66D ol the IT
Act, 2000.

t5 Kukat
patly

Nagendra
'liu,ari

Section 420 of
the IPC and
Sections 66C &
66D of the IT
Act,2000.

l6 2592
of
2022

5'19

ol
2021

01.06.202 I Pet

Basheer
bad

Vishwam
ber
Choubey

Section 420 of
the IPC and
Sections 66C &
66D of thc IT
Act, 2000.

t7 26t8
of
2022

322
of
2021

07.06.207t Shamir
pet

Anil
Chaka-
varthy
Mangam

Section 420 of
the IPC and
Section 66Cof
the IT Acr.
2000.

18 26t9
of
2022

854
of
202t

08 09.202 r Mailar
devpalty

Syed
Junaid Ali

Section 420 of
the IPC and
Sections 66C &
66D of the tT
Act, 2000.

l9 2620
ol
2022

t7 60
of
202 t

-i 1,08.202 I llanjendra
nagar

Shaik
Kazam

Shad
nagar

C.Satya
Kumar

Section 420 of
the IPC and
Sections 66C &
66D of the IT
Act, 2000.

20 262t
of
2022

281

oI
202t

25.01.2021 Section 420 of
the IPC and
Sections 66C &
66D of the IT
Act, 2000.

2622
oi
2022

604
of
202t

Sanatha

nagar
Mini Saii Section 420 of

the IPC and
Sections 66C &
66D of the IT
Act, 2000.

t8.08.2021

l

l

I

I

I

2l



1

22 2623
of
2022

188
or
2021

22.04 .202 t Gachi
borvli

Sheri
Dayakar
Reddy

Section 420 of
th€ tPC and
Section66D oi
the I1' Act.
2000.

2624
of
an11

364
of
2021

11.04.2021 Dundigal Dcvarapu
Chenappa
Reddy

Section 420 ol
the IPC and
Section 66D of
the IT Act,
2000.

24 2625
of
2022

402
of
2021

tl .08.202t Bala
nagar

Raj u

Malugula
Section 420 of
the IPC and
Sections 66C &
66D ol the IT
Act, 2000.

25 2626
of
2022

277
of
202t

06.04.2021 Ilach u

pally
Kolamudi
Dhanan-

)uya

Section 420 of
the tPC and
Sections 66C &
66D of the IT
Act, 2000.

)6 2627
of
2022

1086
of
202t

t4.09.202t Narsingi Mocherla
Jaya
Kishore

Section 420 of
the tPC and

66D ol the IT
Act, 2000.

27 2628
of
2022

r048
oI
202t

25 09.202t Kukat
pally

Scction 420 ol
the tPC and
Sections 66C &
66D of the I1'

Act, 2000.

'l-he Petitioners in both the batcl.res contend that IrlRs filed against

them contain same allegations. Therefore, they l-rave to be clubbed

together and quashed in the present proceedings.

I

I

I

f;',i''"' 

I

I

I



I

IO. CONTEN 'u IONS OT TIIE I'Ti']'II' IONERS:-

1'he police have registered similar crimes for the same ser

of facts and identical cause of action. The said crimes

should be clubbed rogether as multiple registration of

FIRs is impermissible on the same set of facts.

ii. I(eliance was placed on K. Mathamma v. State of

Telanganar, Jakka Vinod Reddy v. State of

Telangana2, Krishnalal Chawla v. State of Uttar

Pradeshr, Samatha Naidu State of Madhyav

Pradesha, Arnab Ranjan Gosrvami v. Union of India5,

Jakir Hussain Kosangi v. State of Andhra pradesh6,

Amitbhai Anil Chnadra Shah v. Central Burcau of

lnvestigation?, yanob Shaik v. State of West Bengal8,

Akbcruddin Owaisi v. Statc of Andhra pradeshe, C.

Muniappan v. State of Tamil Naduro, Upkar Singh v.

' 202r (6) ALD 69j
'1 2021 (2) Law g1pn12., 34= 2O2t(2) ALT(Crt) I 7 t'(2oz)sscc4ts4 (2020)sscc378t 

lzozoy ra scc rz
6, zots 1ay ALD t80 (DB)' (20l]) 6 SCC ]48
I tzor:10 scc 428
' (20t3) 6 Ar.T t0l
'o 12oloy I scc 567



l .

IV.

o

Vcd Prakashrr and Ramadugu Omkar Varma v'

Ashok Naikr2 to contend that multiple FIRs cannot be

registcred.

Reliancc was placed on T.T. Anthony v. State of

Keralarl to contend that the subsequent FIRs are to be

treated as statenlents of the aggrieved persons.

In Batch [, it was contended that there was no whisper

about the participation of the Petitioners therein in the

cornmission ol the alleged offences. No specific role is

ascribed and no specific allegations are made against the

Petitione rs. There is no nexus between the Petitioners and

the de lacto complainants as such the proceedings are to

be quashed. Further, the Petitioners were arrayed as

accused only because they were sisters of Accused No' l.

No prirra lacie case is rnade out and the ingredients ol

Sectiorr 420 of the IPC, are not satisfied.

(2004) l3 scc 292
(2020) I At-D 424
2001 (6) scc l8l



t0

11. coN'TENTIO NSO F IiIiSPNODIlNT NO.1 - STATE:-

lr.

All the offences are lodged by different victims. Hence,

different FIRs were registered tollowing this Coum,s

order in K. Mathamma (Supra). The cause of action is

different in different crimes. Therefore, registration of
multiple FIRs is justified.

Further, serious allegations exist against the petitioners

and investigation is underway. prima facie, the

ingredients of the aileged offences are sarisfied. At the

stage of investigation, the proceedings cannot be quastred

considering the nature of allegations and the extent of
fraud.

SOF THE OURT:-

12. The first question to be decided by this Court is whether

registration of multiple FIRs against the petitioners herein is

permissible and whether such FIRs can be clubbed together. The

Petitioners in both the batches contended that the allegations and

the alleged offences in all the FIRs are rhe same. .fherefore, 
they

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

l.



ll

bc treated as statements under Section 16 I . On the other hand, it

was contended for Respondent No. I that alleged olfences were

comrnitted against various persons. Hence, the offlences are

separate and cannot be clubbed together.

13. At this juncture, it .is apposite to refer to the relevant

decisions of the Supreme Court and this Court that deal with

registration of multipte FIRs. In T.T. Antony (supra), the Supreme

Court held that a second FIR arising out of the same occurrence or

incident is impermissible under the Cr.P.C

can be no fresh inyeslipsliott ott receipl of every

subscquenl infornnliort in resDecl of tlrc sanrc copttizable

offence or tlrc sante occurre,rce or incident git,ing rise lo

olte or ,nore co nizable offences. On recerpt ol

inlorrnation about a cognizable ollence or an incident

giving rise to a cognizable olfence or ollences and on

entering the FIR in the statiorr house diar1,, the officer in

charge of a police station has to investigate not mcrely the

cognizable offcnce reported in thc FIR but also other

20. From the above discussion it follows that under the

scheme of the pror.isions ol Sections 154, 155, 156, 157,

162, 169, I70 and 173 CrPC only the earliest or the first

information in regard to the commission ol a cognizable

offence satisfies the requirements ol Section 154 CrPC.

Thus lltere can be no second FIR and conseouentlv there
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connected ollences lound to have been contmitted in the

course ol tlre sarne transaction or thc same occurrence and

file one or more reports as provided in Section 173 CrpC.

14. In Upkar Singh (supra), rhe Supreme Court clari{ying

the decision in T.T. Antony (Supra) hetd as follows:

17. It is clear lrom the rvords emphasised hereinabove in
the above quotation. this Court in thc casc oIII
Antony v. State of Kerala (200 l) 6 SCC I g I : 200 I SCC
(Cri) l0a8l has not excluded the registration ol a complainr
in the nature of a counter-case lrom the purview of the
Code. In our oplr|to , this Court ifi that cose only held
tlr0l ott furtlrer cotfiD laint bv tlrc sotrle cot Dlainant or
otlrers sgairtst lhe sante accused, su uet to thebse

re istration ofo case, is prohibiled uttder the Code
because QI' investisa liort in this repord woukl have
alread slarlcd and IIrtlrcr co laint a autsI tlte same
accused tuill onnurtt lo ott t rlu) rovchrertl on the fac IS

ntetlio ned itt the orl inal cotttJtlain hencc tt,ill het,

prolr ibited uader Section 162 of the Code- This prohibition
noticed by this Courr, in our opinion, does not apply to
counter-complaint by the accused in the first complaint or
on his behalf alleging a different version of the said
incident.

15. In Arnab Goswami (Supra); multiple FlRs were

registered based on a TV show aired on a particular date

(2r.04.2020). The Supre,re court herd rhat the cause ot'acrion in
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ail thc FIRs was the same'lV show. Therefore, the Court held that

no subsequent FIR can be registered in respect ol the same offence

arising out of the sante occurrence or incident. The relevant

paragraph is extracted below

36. 'fhese principles were reiterated by a two-Judge Bench

ol this Court in Babubhai v. State of
Gujarat [Babubhai v. State of Gujarat, (2010) 12 SCC 254

: (2011) t SCC (Cri) 3361 . Dr B.S. Chauhan, J. observed:

(SCC p.265,para2t)

"21. In such a case the court has to examine the lacts and

circumstances giving rise to both the FIRs and the test ol
sameness is to be applied to find out whether both the

FIRs relate to the same incident in respect of the same

occurrence or are in regard to the incidents which are two

or rnore parts of the same transaction. If the answer is in

the aflrrnative, the second FIR is liabte to be quashed.

How,ever, in case the contrary is proved, where the version

in the second FIR is different and they are in respect oflthe

two differcnt incidents/crimes, the second FIR is

perrnissible. [n case in respect of the same incident the

accused in the first FIR comes forward with a dilferent

version or counterclaim, investigation on both the FIRs

has to be conducted."

This Court held that the releyanl enquin) is whether two or

ntore FIRs relale to the same incident or relate Io
ittcidertts tplt iclt fornr Darl of tlrc sanlc tro nr^actions. If the
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Courl were to concludc in tlrc affirmative. the subsequent

F[Rs arc liable ro be auashed. However. where tlte

subsequer FIR relates to different incidents or crltnes or

is in tlrc form of a cowler-cloint tnrestr aliotl tna

rocee tl. ee also itt Ihis conte ChirraShivra v. Stale o

A.P. [ChirraSltivroj v. Stare of A P., (20 t0) I4 SCC 444 :

(20 I I ) 3 SCC (Cri) 7571 and Chirag M. Pathak v .

Dollyben Kantilal Patel fChirag M. Pathak v. Dollyben

Kantilal Patel, (2018) t SCC 330 : (2018) I SCC (Cri)

36el .l

16. [n Krishna Lal Chawla (Supra), the Supreme

Court reiterated the principtes laid down in T.T. Antony

(Supra) and Upkar Singh (Supra) and held as follows:

7. This Court in Upkar Sinsh IUpkor Sinph v. lted

cleorly stated tlrat anv furlher convloint by lhe same

comolain anl asa ins! the sone occused. ofter the case has

already bsal regislere tl, will .bc deemed lo be an

uru)rovetrrerrl from lhc origittol comploittl.

7-hou h Upkar Sin!!h IUnkor Sin{,h v. Ved Prokosh,

(2004 13 SCC 292 : 2005 SCC Cril 2IIl wos rendered

ut the conlext o a case involving ,ttzable o nces,co{r

te sante Drinc tl)le would dso anol where a Derson ves

ittfo rntalion of a -copnizable offence otrdnofi

sub eny lodses a orivale conut laint with rcsoect to

lhe sanrc offence 0gotrls{ lhe sqn c accused oerson. Even

Prakash, (2004) 13 SCC 292 : 2005 SCC (Cril 2IIt has
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in a rron-cogrriz-ab le case, thc police officer aftcr the order

ol the Magistrate. is crnpou,ercd to investigate the ollence

in the sarnc lnanner as a cognizablc case, cxccpt thc power

to arrcst u,ithout a warrant. Thercforc, the complainant

cannot subject the accused to a double rvhammy of

investigation by thc police and inquiry belore the

Magistrate.

17. In C. Muniappan (Supra), the Apex Court held that two

or lnore crimes can be clubbed if the circumstances and facts

ir-rdicate that the second crime was connected or was a result of the

first crime. The relevant porlion is extracted belou,:

37. The submission on behalf of the appellants that two

crimes bearing Nos. 188 and 190 of 2000 could not be

clubbed together, has also no merit for the simple reason

that i[ the cases are considered, keeping in view the

totality of the circumstances and the sequence in which the

two incidents occurred, taking into consideration the

evidence oldrivcrs and conductors/cleaners of the vehicles

involved in the first incident and the evidence o[ C.

Rarnasundaram, VAO (PW 87), rvc rcach the inescapa [rle

conclusion that the second occurrencc lvas nothing but

a fall out of the first occurrence. The damage caused to

the public transport vehicles and the consequential burning

of (he University bus rerrained part of one and the same

incident. Merely because fwo s€parate complaints had

been lodgcd, did not mean that they could not be clubbed

together and one chargc-sheet could not be filed (see L L
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Antonyv.Srateof Kerola [(2001)6SCC lgl :200 I SCC

(Cri) l0a8l ).

18. The decisions in Amitbhai Anilchandra Shah (Supra)

and Yanob Sheikh (Supra) relied upon by the peritioners herein

also reiterate that multiple FIRS relating to the same transaction and

between same parties are not maintainable.

19. This Court also had an opportunity to discuss the issue of

multiple regisrrations of FIRs. In Akbaruddin Orvaisi (Supra), this

Court held that multiple FIRs cannot be registered if the offences

relate to the same incident and arise out of same circumstances.

The Court therein discussed the test of sameness to be applied

while deciding whether the subsequent FlRs are maintainable. The

Court held as follows:

39. Let us now briefly reler to the tests which should,
ordinarily, be apptied to determine whether or not the tlvo
FIRs under consideration relate to the same

incident/transaction. The reco nt s a conlrrrorz trial
or a conlr ort FIR bein fe istered ot orle series o dcls
so cont, cted lo tlter as lo o rln lhe sante lrarrsoclion as

cort temDloted under Section 220 Cr.P.C. The evresston

'some Iransaclion' om ils ve nolure IS I" ble o
exoct delinitiott. (Aniu Cltaudhory. QOI3 Cri Ll
776): Mohan Boitha v. State of lJihors') . The distinction
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belwcen two FIRI relating to lhe sq,!l! i!7cj!!e!t l, and t*,o

lllRs relating lo differcnt incidcnts or occurrences of tlrc

sanrc incidenl, sl!!!uld be tarefutlr exatttined. (Babubhoi)

regislered FIR is a sec:otul l" l rel.oting lo lhe sonte

irtcidcnt or o ffe cc or is hased rtpott distitrcl and diffcrant

focls and wltcther ils scope of inquirt is enlirell, differcnt

or not. Il will not be appropriatc 0cr thc Court to Iay dorvn

one straight jacket l'ormula unilormly applicablc to all

cases. This will always bc a mixed question of law and

fact depending on the nrerits of a given case. (Anju

Chaudhary'). The lest, to delernrine i)hether lb,o FIRI

can be Dermilled lo exist. is whether lhe two i,tcidents are

idenlical or not. (Ram Lal Noranp, (1979 Cri LJ 1346)).

40. The concept of "sameness" has been given o

reslricted meanins. ln order lo e-votttine lhe intDacl of

one or ntore FIRs. the Courl has to rotionalise lhe facls

and circumslonces olr eoch case and llrcn apply lhe te st of

'santeness'lo rtd orrl tphelher holh FIRs re.lol(. lo llt?.I

sante incidenl and lo the sorne occurrence and whelher

tlte are ln re ard to ittcidenls *'hich ore lx,o or tnore

pa4s of the sarrrc lro soclion or relale cofitplelely to tteo

dislitrcl occurrenccs.Il is otrl1, if 11g second [;IR telotes to

sameness of occurlence {t! dltq.atlentp1 fus been ntode lo

: 2010 AIR SCll/ 5126. The merits of egch cose must he

cottsidered lo deterntine wltellter a subseoucnlly

lhe sante cause of aclion, tlrc sane incitlcrrt, lhcre is

intrtrovise lhc cuse, woultl thc second FIR ba liable to he

ouashed. [n cases s'helc cvcr), FIII has a dil'lelcnt



spectrurn, and the allegations made are distinct and

separate, it may be regarded as a counter complaint. but it
cannot be stated that an effort has been made to improvc
the allegations that find place in the first FtR or that the
principlc ol"sameness,, is attracted. (Babubhai, (20 l0 AIR
SCW 5126); Surendra Kaushikv. State of [Jttar pradesh_

2013 CrILJ t570).

4 1. tt is not possible to enunciate any formula ol uni,r,crsal

application to determine whether two or more acts

constitute the same transaction. They are to bc gathercd
from the circumstances of a given case indicating
proximity of tirne, unity or proximity of place, continuiry
of action, commonality df purpose or design. For scveral
offences to be part of the same transaction, the tesr to be
applied is whether they are so related to one anorher in
point of purpose or of casse and effect or as principal and
subsidiary, so as to result in one continuous action. Where
there is commonality of purpose or design, where there is
a continuity of action, then all those persons involved can
be accused of the same or different offences ..committed 

in
the course of the same kansaction,,. ll/here lw'o incidents
are of differenl times rpi t involvent ent of different
DersOTIS te re ls lto comrttottalitt, , llte purDose thereof is

re thc crrl ro erenl cu'cun6la!tces und
ruottld not fot'tn Dorl of the same lrattsttcliort. (An

l8

Chrudharv,20I3 Cri LJ 720t.
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20. tn Jakka Vinod Kumar Reddy (Supra), this Court

discussed various decisions held that in ibtlowing cases nlultiple

FlRs are maintainable

2(). Tlre surn ond subslatrce oft lrc above said iudgnrcnls

(a) whe re the 0lleeotions made itt hoth lhe F[Rs are front

differe ,tt sl)eclrunt, rvhere there ore diffe renl ters io tts

stttrc sel o ucls t a co ttslil ulc di arcfi I o cncas

(c) x,here there are lwo distinct o eficcs havirts differenl

lLg rcdiertts;

wlrere the olle ations are di ren( otttl tlislirtcle

(e) when rcre are rival versions in resDecl of sanrc

episode thev woukl no rmallv lake shaoe of lwo di ere l

FIRs and invest atio n can be carried o ttl utrder bolh of

lhem bv tlte same Inveslisating Asettct,.

The decision in Jakka Vinod Kumar Reddy (Supra) was

subsequently followed by this Court in K. Mathamma (Supra)'

21. From the above decisions, it is clear that registration of

muttiple FIRs is impermissible if they relate to the occurrence ol

same incident, involve same parties and arise out of the same cause

of action. Registration of multiple FIRs are impernrissible even in

cases of diffurent incidents if such inciclents lorm part of the same

is thul lhere is no enftargo for registrotion of lwo [;l Rs

on lhe foll otttitt? circumstonces/P ro un ds:

fr- o nr d if/bre rt I n e rso tr s ;
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transacrion. [n orher words, ifthe subsequent offence alleged in the

subsequenr FIR is connecred with the first FIR or is rhe

consequence of the first FIR, such subsequent FIR is not

maintainable. The courts before reaching a conclusion that the

subsequenr FlRs are not maintainable shall see if the alleged

incidents or o[fences are identical or not and whether any

commonality between the accused and the complainant exists.

Further, registration of subsequent FIRs are impermissible if they

are filed only to irnprove 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 is perm.issible and the same cannor be

clubbed togerher. The facts clearly indicate that each victim rvas

separately called on various dates and the alleged fraud rvas

committed. In all the FIRs, the victims ar.e different ancr no sarnc

cause of action exisrs. Though the modus operandi of commission

of, the offences is the same, all the complaints speak about diflerent

incidents of comrnission of the offences involving different

wltnesses.
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:) The Suprerne Court in Narinderjit Singh Sahni

Union of [ndiart dealt with a similar issue where multiple people

were defrauded. [t rvas contended that multiple FIRs cannot be

registered. The Supreme Court rejecting the contention held as

fir I lou,s:

60. As regards the issue of a single offence, we are alraid

tl-rat the flact situation of the matters under consideration

would not permit to lend any credencc to such a

submission. Eot:h individuol detto sil agrcerucnt shtll

have lo be lrealed as a SCDarate and individual

tronsoclion Itr0ueli about the olluremcrrl of thel)v

finonciol cont.po rtie s, sirtce the Darties are diffe renl, ll,e

|filoutll of deoosil is different as also the period for

x,hiclt the deposit x'as effected. It has all the

c h traclcrisl i<:s rt independent transaclions onl x,e do

24. tn State of Punjab v. Rajesh Syalr5, the Suprer.r.re Court

lield that where there are multiple victims of fraud, each offence is

a separate offence. The relevant paragraph is extracted below:

7. [n the present case, different people have alleged to

have been defraudod by the respondent and the Company

''(zooz
'\2002

2 SCC 2IO
8 SCC I58

not see any comDelling reason to hold it otherx'ise. The

nlan ts rnised also cannol ltavc our cottcurren('e.
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and thcrelbre ea(h offatce tso ttistinct on e and connol

Similarly, in p. Sreekumar v. State of Kerala16, the Supreme

Court held that where the subsequent FIR was registered on

diflerent set of allegations by a different person, the said FIR is

maintainable. The relevant paragraph is extracted below:

32. It is for the reasons that firstlv. the second FIR wos

not filed by the sorrre persott. tplto had filed the t I7IR.
Had il been so lhen lhe silnaliort ruould have been
somestrhat differen Such was not the cose here: second,
il ruas

t.

filed b ll rco I)Dellant as a counter-conolaint
u ainst Res ottdent 3 th the trstFIRwosaI ainst
five Dersons based on one sel of allesaliotts whereas the
second I;IR wos hosed on the o ations di. erenl o l
lhe alleeations matle in the first FIR; and lastly, the High
Court y/hile quashing the second FlR./charge_sheet did not
examine the issue arising in the case in the light of lau,
Iaid dorvn by rh is Court in the two aforementioned
decisions of' this Cou( in {lpkar Singh lUpkar
Singhv.Ved prakash. (2004) t3 SCC 292:2005 SCC
(Cri) 2lll and Surencler Kaushik fsurender
Kaushikv.State of U.p. (2013) 5 SCC 148 : (2013) 2

SCC (Cri) 953 | and simply referred rhe three decisions of
this Court mentioned above u,herein this Court has laid

'o(20 t8) a scc sz9

focls/lronsactiott.
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d6*,n gcneral principle ol law ielating to exercise of

inherent powers under Section 482 of the Code.

Further, in .Iakir Hussain Kosangi (Supra), this Court discussed

vat'lous dccisions of the Supreme Court dealing with multiple

registration ol crirnes. The Court held that where similar ollences

involving various victims are committed, each of such ollence

involves an independent cause of action. Further, registration of

FIRs by nrultiple victirns cannot be prohibited simply because thc

nature ol allegations are the same as each offence arises out ol art

independent cause olaction. The relevant paragraphs are extracted

below

64. As rve havc pointed out earlier, in almost all the five

dccisious ol the Supreme Courl where finance companies

and its directors were accused of collecting deposits and

not rcpaying thern, the Supreme Court did not adopt the

samc view as adopted in T.T Antony. Though in V.K.

Sharrna and P.K. Sharma the Supreme Court granted a

srnalI repricve. the Supreme Court did not grant the relicls

that thc petitioners have sought in these writ petitions. It

rurust be pointed out that a staggering amount of nearly

Rupces seven thousand crores was admittedly due, r.vhen

thc first PIL was filed. The number of depositors to whom

such a huge arnount was due from Agri Gold group of

cornpanies and Akshaya Gold, was about 32 lakhs ol
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people. fhese colnpanies had branches in several places

The o s ilo rs, ttlto invesled ntonev t,l t'arious branches,
Itctve indeoendent ca ttse s of0cti0n.

65. Ther ore lhe er ntade b the elitio,rers to lreole fQ

thc eorliest co laint re islered a ainst thettt os the
First Inforntalion ReDorl ottd to lreat oll subseq uent
co laints os slalen, enls uttder Section l6I/162 o lhe
Code canttol he runted. Sintilarl no Courl can issue a
ttnnda trltIs directin the Stntion House O tcers o all the
olice slotiorts tuillt itt the llrtsdiction o thc Coart

tlot to regisler o l: fttrther FIR as the sante t,ould also
lanlanro u l lo a rcslricliot uDott lhe v'ictins of sttch a
huse scant frorn laklng recotuse lo lon'ful rernedies.

In light of the decisions ol rhe Supreme Court and this Court, the

registration of rhe above_mcnrioned FIRs is perrnissible in light of
independent cause of acrion of the victlms. l.herefore, the FIRs

cannot be clubbed as sought by thc petitioners.

25. However, during the perusal of the record, it was found

that on rhe compraints todged by G. Rajnikanth, the porice, have

registered two FIRs based on the same allegations and cause of
action. FIR No. l04g al 2O2l dated 25.09.2021 was registered with

P.S. Kukatpally. Subsequenrly, FIR No. 43 I of 2021 dated

02.11.2021 was regisrered with p.S. Cyber Crimes. In both the
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FIRs, the cornplainant alleges that he had received a call on

06.09.2021 lrom a person who claimed to be an RBL employee. hi

both the said FIRs, it is atleged thar his OTP detaits were obtained

and Rs.2,99,990/- were credited lrom his bank account in three

successive transactions. Therelore, since the incident is same, the

allegations and the con.rplainant is sarne, tlie subsequent FIR

bearing No. 43 I of 2021 dated 02.t1.202t on the file of Cyber

Crimes Police Station is not maintainable.

26. Ttre second question belore this Court is whether the

impugned FlRs are liable to be quashed. Perusal of complaints in

both the batches indicates the comn.rission of a large-scale online

fraud. The Petitioners atlegedly are invotved lrom impersonation to

designing websites to commit the crime. Prima facie, the

requirements of the alleged ollences are satisfied and this Court is

not inclined to interlerc with the irrvestigation by exercising its

power under Section 482 olthe Cr.P.C

27. It is trite lau, that porvers urrder Section 482 of the

Cr.P.C. have to be exercised in sparingly. The Supreme Court in

Sl<oda Auto Volksn'agen Indi:r I)rivatc Limited r,. The State of



)6

Uttar PradeshrT, referring to the earlier judgments rendered bv it

has categorically held that the High Courts in exercise ol its

inherent powers under Section - 4g2 of Cr.p.C has to quash rhe

proeeedings in criminal cases in rarest of rare cases with extreme

caution.

28. In M/s Neeharika Infrastructurc private Limitecl vs.

State of Maharashtra18, the Supreme Court relying on its previous

decisions has laid down the following (actors to be considered

while exercising the powers under Secrion 4g2 of the Cr.p.C.:

iv) The power of quashing should be exercised sparinglir
with circumspection, in the .rarest of rare cases,. (.I-hc

rarest of rare cases standard in its application lor quashing
under Section 482 Cr.p.C. is not to be confusetl with thc
norm which has been lonnulated in the context of tlrt:
death penalty, as explained prcviousll, by rhis Court);

v) While examining an FlR./complaint, quashing of u,hich
is sought, the court cannot embark upon an cnquiry as to
the reliability or genuineness or othenvisc of thc
allegations made in the FIR/complaint;

I]
2020 Latest Case larv 620 SC
2021 SCC OnLine SC 3 t 5

t8
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vi) Criminal proceedings ought not to bc scutrlcd at the

initia[ stage;

vii) Quashing of a complaint/FlR should be an exception

and a rarity than an ordinary rule;

viii) Ordinarily, the courts are barred from usurping the

jurisdiction of the police, since the two organs ol the State

operate in two specific spheres oi activities. The inherent

power of the court is, howcver, recognised to secure the

ends o[ justice or prevent thc above of the process by

Section 482 Cr.P.C.

ix) The functions of thc.iudiciary and the police

complementary, not ovcrlapping:

are

x) Save in exceptional cases where non- interlerence would

result in miscarriage ofjustice, the Court and thc judicial

process should not interlere at the stage of investigation ol

offences;

xi) Extraordinary and inherent powcrs of the Cou( do not

confer an arbitrary jurisdiction on the Court to act

according to its whims or capricc:

xii) The f,trst information report is not an encyclopedia

which must disclose all lacts and details relating to the

olfence reported. Therc{bre, when the investigation by the

police is in progress, the cou( shoulcl not go into the

mcrits ol the allcgations in thc FlR. [)olicc rnust be
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permitted to complete the investigation. It rvould bc
premature to pronounc€ the conclusion based on hazy
facts that the complaint/FlR does not deserve ro be

investigated or that it. amounts to abuse ol process of law.
During or after investigation, if the investigating oflicer
linds that there is no substance in the application rnade by
the complainant, the investigating officer may filc an
appropriate reporVsurnmary before the learned Magistrate
u,hich may be considered by the leamed N4agisrrare in
accordancc rvith the known procedure;

xiii) The power under Section 4g2 Cr.p.C. is very rvidc,
but confernrent of wide power requires the court to bc
cautious. [t casts an onerous and rnore diligent duty on thc
court;

xiv) However, at the same time, the court, if it *rinks iit,
regard being had to the parameters of quashing and the
sel[-restraint imposed by law, more Darticularll, 11.,"

parameters laid down by this Court in the cases of lt.p_
Kapur (supra) and Bhajan Lal (supra), has the jurisdicrion
to quash the FlpJcomplaint; and

xv) When a prayer for quashing the FIR is rnade h1, rhc
alleged accused, the court when it exercises the porver
under Section 482 Cr.p.C., only has to consider whethcr or
not the allegations in the FIR disclose the commission of a

cognizable offence and is not required to consider on
merits whether the allegations make out a cognizable
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ollencc or not and the court has to permit the investigating

agency/police t0 investigate the allegations in the FIR.,,

29. Therefore, in view of the nature of allegations and the

law laid down by the Supreme Court, this Court is not inclined to

exercise its power to quash the impugned FIRs, except FIR bearing

No. 43 I of 2021 dated 02.11.2021 on the file of Cyber Crimes

Police Station impugned in Crl.p.No. 12 62 of 2022.

30. In result:-

i Crl.P.No.l262 of 2OZZ is allowed and tl.re

proceedings in FIR. No. 43 I of 2021 pending on the

file of Police, Cyber Crimes police Station,

quashed against the petitioners therein.

All other Crirrinai Petitions are dismissed.

are

ll

lll. Consequently, rniscellaneous petitions pending shall
stand closed.

/FRUECoPy//

SD/-P.PADMANABHA REDDY
ASSISTANT,qEGISTRAR

clo
SECTION OFFICER

One Fair Copy to the Hoible Sri. lustice K.Lakshmat
( For His/l-Ier Lordships Kind Perusal)

1. The IX Additional Metropolitan Magisfrate, Cyberabad at Kukatpally.,
Kukatpally at Miyapur, Cyberabad District., Kukatpally at Prashanthi Nagar,
Cyberabad District.,

2. The XI Additional Metropolitan Magistrate, Cyberabad at Medchal, Medchal
District., Prashanthi Nagar, Cyberabad District.,

3. The XXI Additior-ral Metropolitan Magistrate, Cyberabad at Medchai,
Medchal District.

To,

i
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4. The XIV Additional Metropolitan Magistrate, Cyberabad at Rajendranagar.

5. The XVI Additional Metropolitan Magistrate, Cyberabad at Rajenclranagar.

6. The Special Judicial Magistrate of First Class Prohibition and Excise Offences
Court, Sangareddy.

7. The Principle Junior Civil Judge-cum-VlII Additional Metropolitan
Magistrate, Cyberabad at Kukatpally.

8. The XXII Additional Metreopolitan Magistrate, Cyberabad at Medchal.

9. The XXIII Additional Metreopolitan Magistrate, Cyberabad at Medchal.

10. The Additional Judicial First Class Magistrate. Shadnagar.

11. The II Additional Junior Civil ludge-cum-X Adclitional Meh'opolitan
Magistrate, Kukatpally, Cyberabad District.

12. The Additional lunior Civil Judge-cum-X Additional Metropolitan
Magistrate, Kukatpally, Cyberabad District.

13. The Station House Officer, Police Stations of Cyber Crime (CYB), Cvberabad '
District.

14. The Station House Officer, Police Stations of Cyber Crime (CYB), Gachibowli, -
Cyberabad District.

15. The Station House Officer, Police Stations of Cyber Crime (CYB), Duncligal,-
Cyberabad District.

16. The Station House Officer, Police Stations of Cyber Crime (CYB).
Mailardevpally, Cyberabad District.

17. The Station House Officer, Police Stations of
Jagathgirigutta, Shadnagar, Cvberabad District-

Cyber Crime (CYB),

" E:i"ff:[]tJ""r:Tf,tft1l' Porice Stations or Cvber Crime (CYB), KpHB

" ff;,fiXl1i:"rT**.ib1,"',ilr8:l'A..s""ons or cvber Crime (CyB),

' ;fn"t"'*"#,Eff::^f;'iB::,,Po1ice stations or Cvber Crime (CYB), pet

" Iffi"tf;j:f Flouse.officer, Police stations of Cyber Crime (CyB), Shamirpet,

22. The Station House Offic-er, 
. 

police Stations of Cyber Crime (CyB),Rajendranagar, Cyberabad Disirict. 
--

* 
*"","?;U:,, ?!,H:,f#;ili.,.11"'" stations or Cvber Crime (CyB),

24. Th-e Station House Officer, police Stations of Cvb
tcts), ay;L'"b"i'oi."i.,. ' er Crime (CYB)' Balanagar

" E["t'li:tJ1:J,'.",.o"tt"" Police stations of cvber Crirne (CYB), Bachgrattv,

26. The Station House Offi
(CyB), Cyberabra Oiut.ili.L 

Police Stations of Cyber Crime (CYB). Narsingi

\
I
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27, 11 L,R. copics

)6. fne Under Se'cletar)', Union oi lndia, I\'linistrv of Larn', Justice and Companv

Alfairs, New Delhi,
1G The Secretary, Advocates Association (TG) Library, Higl'r Court Buildings

I-{vclcrabad,

3 0 fn" Sccretary, Advocates Association (AP) Library, High Court Buildir.rgs

Hyderabaci.

l[. One CC to Sri. Ch Venkat Raman, Advocate [OPUC]

5i:f*o CCs to public prosecutor (TG), High Court for the State of Telangana,

Hyderabad [OUT]

$ one CC to SRL P.SHASHI KIRAN, Advocate(OPUC)

l\ Two CD Copies

$ One Spare Copy

I

CHC
MMA
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HIGH COURT

DATED:29/04/2022
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COMMON ORDER:
DEsparc$

CRLP.No. 1232,1252, \264,1265,127't, 2592, 2SgZ, ZSg4,
2595, 2596, 2597, 2599, 2599, 2590, 2597, 2592, 261.g, 2679,
2620, 262'1., 2622, 2623, 2624, 2G25, 2626, 2627 and 262g of
2022

CRIMINAL PETITIONS IS DISMISSED
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