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THURSDAY,

ruoil j#s'Aii8ir^llr#,1.?,?i$f 
^o,

PRESENT
THE HoNoURABLE 

S[,IT JUSTICE TIRUMALA DEVI EADA

Between

l.A. NO: 2 OF 2025

Petition under Section Ur:,,:l:La^a-,plryi.ng that in the circumstancesstated in the Meggrandum of crorno, or criilin'ai p.tition, t; Hig; court maybe pleased to STAy or rrr pr""""iirgs in c.C. iija.+ 7O o-f 202s,, cii." No.39 of2024 for the offences under section qzo r.p.c,s".iion 66-D of r.T. Act on the fire
3l''J, *l'i.Lffi L rT?J;"r.*:1,, y ai;lff ffi , ",,, a t p ra s rr a n,r rrr a g a r,

This petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Memorandum ofGrounds of criminar petition and upon. hearing the arguments of sri RApoLUBHASKAR, Ad'iocate for the b",iri".", "r;; sRr. JTTHENDER RAoVEERAMALLA' Additional Public Prosecutor on beharf of the Respondent No.1and None Appeared for the Respondent No.2

The Court made the foilowing: ORDER



rN rHE r{rGH couRlfi$rts^:Jir'E 
oF TELANGANA

THE I{ON'BLE SMT'JUSTICE
TIRUMALA DEVI EADA

Date:08.01'2026

Between

Mangali Bh'ar$av Kumar .. Petitioner/Accused

And

State of Tt:langana'
R;;:ov tn" Puotic Prosecutor.'

it #h ltuiito' the state of Telangana'

HyieranaC and another' ... ResPondents

ORDER:

This criminal petition is filed seeking to quash the proceedings

againsttlrepetitioner-accusedinCCNo.4T0of2025onthefileoflX

Additional Metropolitan Magistrate, Kukatpally at Prashanth Nagar,

Cyberabad'registeredfortheoffencesunderSections420lPCand

66 D of lhe rnformation Technorogy Act (for short'lr Act').

2.HeardSriRapoluBhaskar'learnedcounselforthe

petitionerandMr.JithenderRao.Veeramalla,learnedAdditional

Public F'rosecutor for the respondent No'1-State'

3' Learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that the
petitioner is a student and that allegation that he has created a video
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c rt. p. No. i 5 s3 2 .f [f;t,

4' The rearned Additiona, pubric prosecutor 
has submittedthat if the petitioner has any grievance with the work done by the defacto complainant' the Fetitioner has to setre the matter by gettingwork done through the de facto comprainant but cannot postobjectionabre videos causing ross of reputation to the de factocomprainant' He, therefore, prayed to dismiss the petition.

S. perused the record.

6' The contents of the compraint point out that the de facto
comprainant.arong with his famiry members migrated io shadnagar
for liverihood and Lw.2, who is the husband of the Lw. 1_de facto
comprainant used to undertake construction work of the houses in
the surrounding areas on contrdct. As a part of their construction
work, they have undertaken the construction work to a house in the
land which betongs to one Mangari Venkatesh, who is the father of
the petitioner herein. whire the construction was in progress, Lw.2

and circurated on youTube 
is utterry farse and that the pendency ofthis crime against the petitioner is spoiling his career. Even theingredients of the complaint do not attract the offence under section66 D of the lT Act. He, therefore, prayed to quas

against the petitioner. ' r-'qv.iu to Quash the proceedings
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Crt.P- No'15532 of 2025

expressedthatthelabourchargesgothikedandthereforehe

requested to pay excess amount for which the parents of the

petitioner agreed and paid Rs'2'60'000/- to LW'2' But' even after

completicrnofoneyear,thedefactocomplainantfailedtohandover

theconsllructedhouseandthewallsinthehousedevelopedcracks.

Bykeepingalltheseinmind,thepetitionerherein,inordertodefame

LW.2arrdhisfamilyhastakenthephotographsoftheLW.zandhis

familyntembersandotherlabourersfromlnstagramandfurtherhas

capture.Jlivemovementsandfurthercreatedfakevideos,uploaded

theminYouTubebygivinghisvoiceoverwithanintentionthatno

others would give contract to Lw.2 and his family. Thus, FIR is

registeredfortheoffencesunderSections420lPcand66DoflTAct

against the Petitioner'

7. The said sections are extracted hereunder for the sake of

convenlence
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Section 420lPC:

"420. Cheating and dishonestly inducing delivery of

property.-

Whoever cheats and'thereby dishonestly induces the

person deceived to deliver any property to any person, or tO

make, arter or destroy the whore or any part of a vatuabre
security, or anything which is signed or seated, and which is
capabre of being converted into a varuabre security, sha, be\
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punished 
with imprisonment 

of either

,[:t: 'xav extend ro seven years, ,na 
o:tt*tion for a rerm

I shall also be liable to

Section 66D of fT Act:

Punishment 
for

computer.""or*"-"leating by personation 
by

"66D.

using

Whoever, 
b

computer ,'uaor'' 
rneans of any cc

e:J:,ished **,,;;:"#*:, :Ll."dff:I' f#"r:
which may exteno t., rn"^]'::^'_' ""n", description for a term
fine which mav ex] 

to three years anc
iend to one rakh ,.r::::ll''so 

be riabre to

g. The ingredients of the complaint do nol

;;J:,:,"n:part of the petitioner and ft is not the case of the de factopetitionerthat he was made to deriver any property, therefore, the ingredientsof Section 420 tpcdoes not attract at all.

i9' As far as section 66D of rr Act is concerned, it is not thecase of the de facto comprainant that the petitioner herein has
impersonated him while creating the alleged video. Hence, even the
onence under section 66 D of 'rr Act does not get attracted
according to the aregations reverted against the petitioner herein.
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Crl.P. No'15532 ot 2025

shall stand closed.

Therefore, C;ontinuation of proceedings against the petitioner would

be an abuse of process of law in view of the principle 

]i:' :":":'

the Hon,ble Apex court in state of Haryana v' Bhaianlal' wherein it

was held ttrat:

"Where the allegations made in the first information

report or the complaint' "'un 
it tn"y are taken at their face value

and accepted in their entirety do not prima facie constitute any

offence or make out a case against the accused'"

lo.Hence,inthelightoftheaboveciteddecisionandinview

of e above held discussion, the proceedings against the petitioner

are liable to be quashed'

l,l.lntheresult,theCriminalPetitionisallowedandthe

proceeclingsagainstthepetitioner-accusedinCCNo.470of2025on

the fite, of tx Additionat Metropolitan [/lagistrate, Kukatpally at

Prashanth Nagar, Cyberabad' are hereby quashed'

t/liscellaneous Petitions pending

//TRUE'COPY//

SD/- C. DEEPIKA
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

OFFICER

, if any, .-.*--€-

To,

' lil:LAdditional Metropolitan Magistrate, Kukatpartyat prashanth 
Nagar,2. The Station Houso ot$i^^_ .. ..

3. one cc ," .*;:T"oJ;:ffyr 
porice station, Kothur, cyberabad District

4'#s"T;# 
aW Prosecuto,, r;l;T::",;:'o

s Two cD conias 
tate of relangana athfi,
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HIGH COURT

DATED: OBIOI12026

ORDER
CRLP.No.tSS32 

,>f 2025
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