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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA,
AT HYDERABAD

TUESDAY, THE TWENTY SEVENTH DAY OF JANLUARY
WO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SLX

PRESEMNT

THE HONOQURABLE SMT. JUSTICE TIRUMALA DEVI EADA
CRIMINAL PETITION NO: 658 OF 2021

Between:

1. Karupothula Sathaiah, Sfo. Venkataiah, oaged 49 vyears,
Occ: Business Rfo. H o no. 17-11-26432,  Subhash  MNagar,
Ursu, Warangal

2. Siddaboinzg Pushpasena, 5S/o.Kommaiah, aged G0 years,
Oee: Business, Bio. H No. 16-h-224, Eangasaipel, Warangal

4.  Elegeti kKomuraiah, Sf/o. Rama Kistam, @ged B35 yoears,
oy agricelture Rfg. H Mo, 30, Mamnoor, Warangal

4. Urugonda Kol Lingarm, 5fo. Late Komuraiah, aged 58 wyears,

cor Business, Rfo. H No. 5-256 Thimmapuram Village of Khila
Warandal District

5 Avunopri Sudhaksr, S50 Veeraswaimy,  doged L wears,
Cce: Business, Rfo, 1711-255, Kummariwaca, Urus Subhashnagar,
Warangal

6. Poshala Swamy, S/o. Balarsju, aged 50 years, Qoo Political leader
(Fusiness), Rfo. Nagamayyatempla Sharmhsiper, Warangal

-

Peddapally Bikshapathi, S#0. Chandraiah, aged 4  years,
(oo Pusiness, Bfo. H Moo 17-1-350 Near Petrol Pamp, Khammam
Foad, Rangasaipet, Warangal
g, Gai Sadanandam, S Lippalaiah, aqed ¥ WEAry,

Occ: Agriculture, Rfo, H Mo, 1% 11-402/2, Vishwanatha Colany-2

Warangsl
%,  Pasunoori  Chandramouli, Sfo. Veoraigh, agzd 45 vears,

Occ: Real Bstate Broker, Rfo., H no. 19 10-137/1 Rangasaipet,

Warangal
10. Korc Geouraiah, S/fo. Guttumally or Mzllaiabh, aged 53 years,
Occ: agriculture, Rfo. Gajulagattu Village Guduru Mandal, Warangal
Li=lrch

..PETITIONERS /ACCUSED Nos.1to 4, 6 to 11




AND

Jmat

. The State of Telanana, And Ancother, Rep. by Public Prosecutor High
Court at Hvderabad For the Stale al Telangana

2. Dakshapu Arjaiah, 5/0. Venkataigh, aged 56 years, Doc: Singarani
Employee in Mancherial Rfo. Rangasaipet, Warangal

--RESPONDENTS/COMPLAINANTS

Petition under Section <82 of CrP.C praying fthat in  the
circumestancos stated in the Memarandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition,
the  High  (Court may be pleased Lo QUASH  the proceedings
CCNo.alde/2020 on the fle of the Principal Junior Civil Judgo-cum-
Judicial Magistrate of | Class, Warangal against the Petitioners/Acouzed

Mos.lto4d and 4 to 11 and o pass.
I.A. No. 2 oF 2021

Petition under Section 482 of CrP.C praying that in  the
circumstances slaled in the Memorandum of Grounds of Crirminal Petition,
the High Court may he pleased o STAY all further proceedings in
C.CONo 4096/ 2020 on the Ale of the Principal Junior Civil Judge-cum-
Judicial Magistrate of | Class, Warangal including the appearance of the
Pat:noners/Accusod Mos 1 o 4 and & to 11, pending dispasal af the above

crirmmal pelitsan and pass

Thiz Petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Mamorandum
of Grounds of Criminal Petition and upon hearing the arguments of
= Ajay Kumar Madisethy, Advocate Tor the Petiliongr and Sri Jithender
Hag Veeramalia, Additionzl Public Prosecutor (TG} on behalf of the

Respoandent Ne. 1 and rane appeared for the Raspondent Nod2.

The Court made the following: ORDER



IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

THE HON'BLE SMT. JUSTICE TIRUMALA DEVI EADA
CRIMINAL PETITION No.658 of 2021
DATE OF ORDER:-27.01.2026

Between:

Karupothula Sathaiah & 9 others.
... Petitioners/Accused Nos. 1 to 4. 61o 11

AND

The State of Telangana
rep. by ils Public Prosecutor & another,
...Respondents

ORDER

1. This Criminal Petition is filed under Section 482 of the Code of
Crminal Procedure, 1973 seeking to guash the proceedings against
the petitionersfaccused Nos.1 to 4, 6 to 11 in C.C.No 4048 of 2020,
on the file of the learned Principal Jumor Ciil Judge —cum- Judicial
Magistrate of First Class, Warangal, registered for the offence
punishable under Section 420 read with 34 of IPC and Sechon

156(3) of CrP.C.

2 Heard S Aja) Kumar Madisetty, learned counsel for the
petitionersfaccused Nos 1 to 4, 6 to 11 as well as Sn Jitender Rao
Veeramalla. the learned Additional Public Prosecutor appearing for

the respondent No.1-5State.
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3. Learned petitioners’ counsel submitted that the matler is
puraly civil in nature and that the complaint is filed with an abnormal
delay of § years The alleged cause of action arose on 2013 while
the complaint has bean filed in 2019, The said abnormal delay is not
explained and hence the complaint cannot be entertained. He
further submitted that the de facto complainant has approached the
Court concerned with a private complaint directly by violating the
princigles lad down in Priyanka Srivastava & another Vs.S5tate of
UP. & Ors." case He further submitted that the subject land is not
a Government land and that the petitioners never encroached any
Government fands nor sold them to third parties. Thus, there is no
truth mn the allegations and that when the proceedings themselves
are contrary to law laid down by the Supreme Court, continuation of
proceadings against them would be abuse of process of law., Hence,

prayed to quash the proceedings against the pelitionars.

4 The learmned Additional Public Proseculor has submitted that
the survey report itself discloses that the subject land is Government
shikam land and it 5 allegad that the petitioners have involved in
making the Government land into plots and selling away the same to
third parties and that the matter needs to be adjudicated. He further

suibrnitted that the private complaint is vary well supported by the
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affidavit of defacto complainant affirming that the contents therein
are true and thus, it is very much in fune with the principle laid down
in Pryanka Snvastava's case (cited supra) and hence prayed to

dismiss the pefition.

o Perused the record. The first contention raised by the leamed
pelitioners’ counsel is that lodging of a private complaint before the
Court is against the principles laid down by the Hon'ble Apex Court
in Priyanka Srivastsva’s case and that the defacto complaint ought
not to have lodged the complamt di.rectl'_-.r inte the Court and that he
must have approached the Police authorities in the first instance.
The principle laid down by the Apex Court in Privanka Snvasiava s
case necessitates filing of an affidavit by the complainant affirming
the averments to be true and the same has to be filed along with the
complaint.  In the present case, the complaint is supported by an
affidavit.  The investigation has beeh completed by examining
cerain wilnesses and the statements of these wilnesses do paoint oul
spechic allegations against the petfioners herein,  The list of
witnesses annexed to the charge sheet discioses that LYW10 is the
Tahsildar whao furnished the survey repart along with the map, the
survey being conducted on 18122019 with regard lo the
Government land in Sy.Nos. 3212 and 322/2 situated at Thimmaputr

Village. LWs 1 to B are the alleged victims and LWs 7 & § are the
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panch witnesses for COF. Thus, the evidence of all these witnesses
need to be tested during the course of tral. Further. the survey
report has to be analyzed which would be possible only after a full-
fledged trial Henee, |l is deemed appropriate to dispese of the
Criminal Petition by dispensing with the attendance of the petitioners

before the Trial Court

&, Hence, the Crminal Petition 15 disposed of dispensing with the
presence of the petitionersfaccused Nos.1 to 4, 6 1o 11 before the
Tral Court provided that the petihoners are represented through an
Advocate on every date of hearing and that they shall be present
before the Tral Court whenever their presence is specifically
required during the course of trial. 2ince the present CC pertains
te 2020, in view of the Circular instructions issued by the High Court
lime and agamn reierating and emphasizing to prioritize disposal of
matters pending for more than 5 years, the Trial Court is directed o
dispose of the malter at the sarbest strictly in accordance with law
without being Influenced by any of the observations made by this

Court in thus ordear.

-

% Miscellaneous petitions pending. if any, shall stand closed.

SO/- 5. MALLIKARJUNA RAC
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR Hf

II. e

J /TRUE COPY//

SECTION OFFICER
To,

L. The Principal Junict Civil Jedge-cum- Judicial Magistrate of 1 Class,
Wharangal,



Z. The Station House Qfficer, Mamnoor Police Station, Warangal City,
Wararngal District.

3. One CC o S Ajay Kumar Madisetty, Advocate [CFPUC]
4. Twe CC o Public Prosecutar, High Court for the State of Telangana,
Hyderabad [OUT]

L. Two CD Copias

STB/PSL
o



HIGH COURT
DATED: 27/01/2026

ORDER
CRLP.N0.658 of 2021

DISPOSING OF THE
CRIMINAL PETITION




