HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD
(Special Original Jurisdiction)

WEDNESDAY, THE TWENTY THIRD DAY OF DECEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY

FRESENT
THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE P. NAVEEN RAD

WRIT PETITION NO: 22284 OF 2020

Between:

Katta Vanaja Rani, Wio Anand, Aged about 51 years, Occ: Business,
Rio H.No,5-7-812, Flat No. 204, 2ri Durga Residency, Behind Metro,
Fukatpaily, Hyderabad-72

~PETITIONER
AND

1. The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Pnncipal Secretary, Home Department,

secratariat Building, Secretadat, Hyderabsd

The Directlor General of Police, Telangana, Lakadikapool, Nampally, Hyderabad

The Commissioner of Police, Cyoerabad Commussionerate. Cyberarbad

The Station House Officer, Shamesrpet Police Slation, Hydsrabad

Yedla Sudhakar Reddy, 5/o Raghava Reddy, aged about 68 years, Ccc

Business, Rio Flal Mo 207, Plot Ma 27 and 23, Eldritch Towers, Road Ko, 14,

Fanchavati Colany, Marnikonda, Hyderzhad

6. Yedla Uma, Wio Sudnakar Reddy, aged about 63 years, Ccc Household, Rio
Flat Mo 201, Plol No.27 and 28, Eldritch Towers, Road No 14, Panchavati
Colony, Manikonda, Hyderabad

7. Yedla Sandesh Reddy, S/o Sudhakar Reddy, agec about 40 years, Oce Privale
Employes, Rfo Flat No 201, Plot No.27 and 28, Eldritch Towers, Road No, 14,
Fanchavatl Colony, Mankonda, Hyderabad

8. Yeadla Sandeep Reddy, S/o Sudhakar Reddy, Aged about 37 years, Occ Private
Employes, Rio Flat No.201. Piot Mo 27 and 28, Eldritch Towers, Road No.14,
Panchavati Colony, Manikonda, Hyderabad

..RESPONDENTS

Petition under Arlicle 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the

EESSIS

circumstances staled in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased
to izzue a Writ, Order or Direclion more particularly one in the nature of Writ of
Mandamus declaring the inaction of the 4th respondent In non-registration of FIR
agamn respondent No.5 to 8 basing on the ::u.mplaint lodged by the petitionesr is
highly illegal. arbitrary, unconstitutional, unjust and viclation of Principles of MNatural
Justice and also in viclaticn of Arlicles 14, 19 (1) {g), 21 and 300-A of the
Constitution of India and conseguenily direct the 4th respondant to register the FIR
against the raspondent Mo.5 to 8 basing an the complaint lodged by the petitionsr,
1A NO: 1 OF 2020

Petition under Section 181 CPC graying that in the circumstances stated in

tha affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may ba pleased to direct
the dth respondent to register the FIR against the respondent No.5 10 8 basing on
the camplaint lodgad by the pelitioner pending disposal of the wnl petition

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI. RAPOLU BHASKAR

Counsel for the Respondent Nos. 1 to 4: AGP FOR HOME
Counsel for the Respondent Nos. 5 to 8: NONE APPEARED

The Court made the following: ORDER



THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P. NAVEEN RAOQ

WRIT PETITION No.22284 OF 2020

ORDER:
Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned
Agsistant Government Pleader for Home appescing [or respondent

MNos.1 to 4,

2. This writ petition is filed alleping that even though cognizable

crime was repocted on 03.11.2028, s far crime is net registered.

a, If the petitioner had gricvance zgainst non-régistration of
cricne, she has an effective and eflicacious remedy under the
Criminal Proceduie Code. Therefore, petitioner has o avail the
remedy available in law before inveking the jurisdiction of this

Couart.

4. The very issue was considered by  this Court in
W.P.No.38397 of 2018 and bhatch in Govind Raju Sami v. State of
Telangana and Others!. On consideration of the precedent
decisions on the subject and the scope of provisions of the Code of
Criminal Procedure, more particularly, Scctions 156, 190 and 200
of Cr.P.C., this Court held as under:

*34, Having regard to law proooumdsd by Supreme Court, itis no
e open for By one to contend that dniess i report s fled

pgerisved . persorn s wilhout restedy.. It is Sl no more cpen to

anc charge sheel/ ool report must Be fled-as & matter of course,
Further, delay in completicg the iovestgaiion can be for sazioas
reasons, Polce may be waiting for forensic repor:) bedical
report/the accused iz absconding/having regard oo comples
nature ol ¢rime reporfed more time is consumed to o collect
required data/information to assess the naluse of coime, numhear

ol documents andfor witnesses sre more. Whiles  determining
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Celay, i1 iz necessary Lo comsider cach case an its Tacrs kaving
regand Lo atisrding HECNmnatanices inchuding nature of ialfenige,
nueber of accusend and withessas ete [Mahender Lal Das Slaute
of Hihar Appen LGl Moo 1038 of 2007 el [2.18.2007), The
Jurisdicrionz] Magistrale ahall have Al material facls in isgue g+
kis comimand to ausess the el and shall he coripetent to gn
iite all aspects whees tRatlers are brought before irm and oo ok
APpropriate decision. 1 is alao wickin the competence or sUsrior
officera Lo assess the conduel of Station House Oficer andd to take
remedial action whenever (e iz rdeliberate and R plairmed

delay it investigaion ang Hling of final repor-,

A This aspect was considered by the Hon'ble Suprerme Cour iy
M.Subramaniam and another v, S.Janaki and another: [ the
sait Judgment, the Homn Lle Sunrense Lot alfrmed the visw taken
by the Supreme Covre in Saldiri Vasu v, State of Uttar FPradesh*
and Mohd. Yousuf v, Afaq Jahan-, The Hophle Supreme Courd
fnted 1he opinion expreossed in Sakiri Vasu, [ Sakiri Vasu, the
Supreme Court held as under:

L In our opinion Sectios E3003) Cr.PC s wide cnaugh o
incosde a1l sucl powers oo Magistrale which ase Doceszary for
POEUTING 2 proper mvestigation, and i reliudea the power o
wrder registration of an MR and of ordering a Proper investimation
if 1he Magistrate (s satisfjsd that @ proper investization bas oor
“ecn done, or s not Leing done Ly the police. Seoting 1563
GrEa, though hrisfly worderd, in our opinion, iy Very wide and i
will inchedde sl scelh macidenrs! POWErs 8% are necessarr [ur

fUSUFing & pruper rvestizatinng,

12, s well seilled thar when & Pt s given tnoan authorisy
"de semething  ineludes auch ncidents| or implis| Fowsrs
waick woull ensirs the Pivpeer doing ol char thing. In olher
WOOTlE, When 8ty pawer (s expressly aranted by the siatone thetn
odmpliedly included 9 rhe srant, even without special mention,
Every pover and every cantrel ske desial ol which would iende
e grant itsclf insffociive. Thus where an Aot suniers jurisdiction:
Loimphedly also pranss e prwer of duing ail surh acrg or employ

LG NCATE a6 are essentially AssEssary for its execlion.®
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&, Following the above decisions, this writ petinion is dismissed

pranting liberty to the pelitdoner to worlk our her remedies on the

issuc of nen-registration of crime statcd to have besn reported

by the petitioner vn 03.11.2020. Pending mizcellaneous peilions

shall stand closed,

SD/-CH.VENKATESWARULLU
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HIGH COURT
DATED:23/12/2020

ORDER
W.P.No.22284 of 2020

DISMISSING THE WRIT PETITION
WITHOUT COSTS
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