
  

HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO 

CRIMINAL REVISION CASE No. 2010 of 2018 

ORDER:  

 

Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner and   the lea rned  

Pub lic  Prosec utor appearing  for the respondent-Sta te. 

 The p resent c rimina l revision c ase is filed  questioning  the order 

da ted  28.06.2018 passed  in Crl.M.P.No.1566 of 2018 in Crime No.50 

of 2018 on the file of the XI Add itiona l Chief Metropolitan 

Magistra te, Sec underabad , d ismissing the petition filed  seeking a  

d irec tion to the Superintendent, Pra jwa la  Home, Thukkuguda , 

Ranga  Reddy Distric t to release the vic tim by name Smt. Rup  Roy 

Shaw and  hand  over her to the petitioner. 

 The b rief fac ts of the c ase a re tha t on 12.02.2018 when the 

Inspec tor of Polic e was in the Polic e Sta tion, Bowenpa lly, he 

rec eived  c red ib le information tha t two women by name K. Vijaya  

Kumari @ Bujjamma and  M. Syama la  @ Laxmi a re organizing  b rothel 

house in Plot No.37, H.No.6-29-104,Jawahar Ra il Colony, Diamond  

Point Old  Bowenpa lly.  Immed ia tely, a fter apprising  the same to the 

Assistant Commissioner of Polic e, Begumpet Division, Hyderabad  

and  ob ta ining ora l instruc tions, he a long with his sta ff ra ided  the 

sa id  house and  found  six persons and  two sex workers.  On enquiry 

they d isc losed  their names as sta ted  above and  admitted  tha t they 

a re running the b rothel house with the assistanc e of p imps 

Kha jawa li and  Shanker by p roc uring  the vic tims i.e. sex workers 

namely Rup  Roy Shaw and  Hasiba  Kha tun.  In tha t c onnec tion, they 

resc ued  the sex workers a fter rec ord ing the c onfessiona l sta tements 
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of the ac c used  and  the polic e reg istered  a  c ase in Crime No. 50 of 

2018 for the offenc es under Sec tions 370, 370(A) IPC and  Sec tions 3, 

4, & 5 of Prevention of Immora l Tra ffic  Ac t.  Pursuant thereto, Rup  

Roy Shaw was entrusted  to Co-ord ina tor of Pra jwa la  Home.  

Therea fter, the husband  of the sa id  Rup  Roy Shaw, filed  

Crl.M.P.No.1566 of 2018 in Crime No.50 of 2018 under Sec tion 17(1) 

of the Immora l Tra ffic  (Prevention) Ac t, 1956 to d irec t the Pra jwa la  

Home Superintendent to release the vic tim and  hand  over her to 

him i.e. her husband . After c onsidering  the same, the lea rned  

Magistra te was p leased  to d ismiss the petition filed  for g iving  

c ustody of the vic tim to her husband  by orders da ted  28.06.2018.  

Aggrieved  by the same, the p resent c rimina l revision c ase is filed . 

 Learned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner would  c ontend  

tha t the order under revision is c ontra ry to law and  p robab ilities of 

the c ase and  if the same is a llowed  to stand , it would  result in 

misc a rriage of justic e.  The Court below ought to have apprec ia ted  

tha t the petitioner is none other than the husband  of the vic tim and  

he filed  a ll the relevant doc uments to estab lish the sa id  fac t.  

Therefore, there is no justific a tion in d ismissing  the petition for release 

of the wife of the petitioner.  The lea rned  c ounsel a lso c ontended  

tha t the vic tim will be kep t in resc ue home only for p rotec tion till her 

family members file nec essary app lic a tion before the c onc erned  

Court.  Therefore, sinc e the petitioner has filed  an app lic a tion, the 

vic tim would  have been released  and  handed  over to the 

petitioner.  Learned  c ounsel a lso c ontended  tha t the vic tim is in the 

resc ue home sinc e 12.02.2018 and  she and  she is sub jec ted  to 

menta l depression as she has two sma ll tender age c hild ren. 
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Learned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner in support of her 

c ontention, relied  on a  dec ision reported  in GANDA JINESH RAMNIK 

AND OTHERS v. STATE OF TELANGANA1.   However, a  perusa l of the 

sa id  judgment, it is revea led  tha t the fac ts a re tota lly d ifferent and  

the ra tio dec ided  therein is not app lic ab le to the fac ts of the 

p resent c ase. 

 Per c ontra , the lea rned  Pub lic  Prosec utor appearing  for the 

respondent-Sta te, would  submit tha t the impugned  orders a re 

passed  basing on the home enquiry report and  sought for d ismissa l 

of the revision c ase. 

 Having heard  both the lea rned  c ounsel and  from the perusa l 

of the materia l on rec ord , more pa rtic ula rly, the impugned orders , 

it is revea led  tha t the sub jec t vic tim was resc ued  from the b rothel 

house and  she was g iven c ustody to the resc ue home i.e. Pra jwa la  

Home.  In the impugned  orders, it is spec ific a lly mentioned  as under: 

 “ In this c ase, the home enquiry report c lea rly goes to show 

 tha t the petitioner wanted  to go to Duba i for ea rning  money 

 and  was in need  of Rs.90,000/ - and  was putting  p ressure on 

 vic tim to b ring  tha t money from her pa rents and  then the 

 vic tim ac c ep ted  to do p rostitution and  c ame to Hyderabad  

 and  the assessment report goes to show tha t it is a  very c lea r 

 c ase wherein the vic tim’s husband  has in many ways forc ed  

 the vic tim for p rostitution by demand ing the money and  this 

 was not the first time tha t suc h thing has happened . 

  The vic tim is being sent to p rotec tive home only for 

 p roper c a re and  p rotec tion and  she is being reta ined  for her 

                                                 
1
   2016(2) ALD (Crl.) 282 
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 wellbeing and  p rotec tion only.  As fa r as the fa te of the kids 

 a re c onc erned , the vic tim has left her c hild ren i.e., son a t her 

 house and  daughter a t her sister’ s house and  c ame to 

 Hyderabad  without even g iving  intima tion to her husband  for 

 taking c a re of her kids.  No doub t, the kids a re tender aged  

 and  they need  love and  a ffec tion of their mother.  It is seen 

 tha t now the petitioner has left the son in the c a re of his 

 mother i.e., g randmother of the c hild  and  the baby g irl is now 

 with the sister of the vic tim.”  

 

 From the above, it is c lea r tha t the petitioner in order to go to 

Duba i for ea rning  money, was in need  of Rs.90,000/ - and  was 

putting  p ressure on vic tim to b ring  tha t money from her pa rents and  

then the vic tim ac c ep ted  to do p rostitution and  c ame to 

Hyderabad .  It is a lso borne out of rec ord  tha t it is a  very c lea r c ase 

wherein the vic tim’s husband has in many ways forc ed  the vic tim 

for p rostitution by demand ing the money and  this was not the first 

time tha t suc h thing  has happened .  In fac t, Pra jwa la  Home is a  

p rotec tive home under Sec tion 21 of the Ac t rec ognized  by the 

government where tec hnic a lly qua lified  persons, equipment and  

other fac ilities have been p rovided  to p revent the vic tims from 

aga in entering  into vic ious c irc le of p rostitution.  In fac t, the vic tim 

needs c a re and  p rotec tion and  p rofessiona lly and  tec hnic a lly 

qua lified  persons for her rehab ilita tion.  Therefore, if the vic tim is kep t 

in the c ustody of the sa id  Pra jawa la  Home, the vic tim will c ome out 

of the menta l trauma.  Apart from the same, during  her stay in the 

p rotec tive home, the vic tim a lso lea rn p rofessiona l and  tec hnic a l 
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skills whic h will help  for her rehab ilita tion.  Therefore, in the light of 

the home enquiry report, this Court is not inc lined  to ac c ede to the 

request of the petitioner for hand ing over the vic tim to him a t this 

stage.  Therefore, there a re no merits in the revision c ase and  the 

same is liab le to be d ismissed .  

 Ac c ord ing ly, the c rimina l revision c ase is d ismissed . 

 Misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing  in this c rimina l revision 

c ase sha ll stand  d ismissed .  

__________________ 

P. KESHAVA RAO,J 

Date:07.08.2018 

Cc m 
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