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WRIT PETITION NO: 27169 OF 2025
Betu,een:
Mrs. Sr-rcharitha Gangireddygari. W/o. Kall'ana Kumar Itcddy tr,ijula. Agcd about -[8 years.
Occ; Pvt. Employee. R/o. D701. Lansunr Etania Apartrnenls. I'uppalagtrda. Hyderabad -

s00089.

Petitioner
ANt)

l. The State of Telangana, Rep. by its l)rincipal Sccretar.v. Women and Child Wcllare
Dept., Secretariat, Hyderabad.

2. l'he'Director, Women and Child Welfare Department. Srvanra Ja.v-anthi Contplex.
Ameerpet, Government of Telangana. Hyderabad. - 500 016.

3. The Child Welfare Committee, Swarna Jayanthi Complex. Ameerpet, l lyderabad -

50001 6.

4. The Superintendent, Sishu Vihar, Hyderabad. D.No. 8-3-222- Vengal Rao Nagar.
Ameerpet, Hyd - 500038.

5. The SHO, Gopalpuram PS, Hyderabad.
6. The Special Investigation Team (SIT), Constituted fbr investigating the Fake

Surrogacy Racket linked to Universal Srushti Fertility Centers. Central Crime Station,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad.

Respondents

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitntion of India. praying tliat in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therervith. the Fligh Courr nial' be pleased to issue a

Writ of Mandamus declaring the action of the Respondents in obtaining and retaining the

custody of the Petitioner's child Baby FIiya and tlie inaction on the part of the Respondent

No. 2 in considering the Petitioner's representation dated 28.08.2025 as illegal, arbitrary.
unjust, violative of Articles 14 and 2l of the Constitution of India and contrary to the
principles of natural justice and consequently direct the Respondent Nos. 3 and 4 to hand

over the custody of the child Baby.Hiya to the Petitioner.

IA NO: I OF 2025:

Petition under Section 151 of CPC, praying that in the circumstances stated in the

affidavit filed in the writ petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct the Respondent

Nos. 3 and 4 to permit the Petitioner and her husband to visit Baby Hiya at regular intervals,
pending disposal of WP. No. 271 69 of 2025, on the file of the High Court.



l hc petitiorr cr.rtir.rs ()n tbr hcirring. uP()r-t ncnr\ing thc l)ctiti rn antl tlte l:llclavit fiied
thcrein. anrl u1-rolr hclrring thc argrrrnenls,.rl'\1.'s.,,\nttt'a,.lha ('hcruktrri-,'\r.lrtrcalc lilr thc
Pctitioncr. (ip lirr \\19ri-cr.r lptl (hiltl \\'clllre- lirr ltcsl-rplrlclt Ngs. ro -1. uitrl ti[) lirr IIontc.

Ior Res;ronrient Nos. : it (r. the C'ourt llade the titllori,inu.

ottDL.r{:

Notice helirrc \ tlnrission.

Lcarned (lovu'nnrcnt Pleadrr lirr \\'omcn and (lhikJ Vrelfarc takcs lttltice on

behalf of respontlcnt !ios.l to J and n zrives lirrthcr notice.

Learnetl (,or r:l'nnrent Pleatler lirr Ilome takes noticc o I behalf tll' rcspondent

Nos.S antl 6 antl x'air es further noticc.

Registry is directed not to take out notice to respondents No.l to 6 in vien of the

above rvail'er.

L,earned counsr:l lbr the petitioner submitted that the petitioner and her husband

are the victims of a scam committed by Dr.Namrata at Univet'sal Srushti FertiliQ &

Research Centre. It is suhmitted that the yretitioner and hcr husband rvcre promised

that all necessary legllprocedures and regularizations w'ere being follorved zrnd that the

couple would be delivered with their ou,n hiological child. It is furthcr submitted that

due to certain com;rlications in retaining the baby in the rvomb of the petitioner,

surrogacy procctlure has bcen optcd and:rt the time of delivery, the petitiorter and her

husband lvere very nruch present and have been taking care of the child. Learned

counsel lbr the;rctitioner further submitted that subsequently, due to ccrtain health

problems, rvhen the hlood group of the child did not match lvith the blood group of the

petitioner and her hu:;banrl, they got a DNA test done and it was learnt thrrt the child

did not belong to thern biologically. Horvever, they have tlevelc pecl love anLd affection

towards the chikl sincr: its conception and therefore, the.v intendt'd to keep and raise the

child as their own. However, rvhen the scam of Dr. Namratha and Universal Srushti

Fertili(v & Research (lentre came to light, they came to know :rbout the irregularities

and illegalities committed by Dr. Namratha and Universal Srushti Fertility <fr Ilesearch

Centre and they filed :r complaint against Dr. Namratha and Un,versal Sruslirti Fertility

& Research Centre and thereafter, the custody of child was taken over lrrz the Child

Welfare Committee on the ground that the child lvas not their biological chikl.

It is further stated that the petitioner and her husband are regularly visiting the

child and are taking care of all her needs even though the child is in the custody of the

Child Welfare Commiltee.'fherefore, they are seeking permanent custody of the child.



Le arned Gol'ernnrent l)le :rdcr lirr \l onrt-n :urtl ('hild \\ cllirre, hon evel'n

submitted that this issue falls nithin the realrn ol'the Surrogan'(llegulation) Act,202l

and that the petitioner x'ould havc to lbllow' the said regulations and since no such

procedure has been follorvcd, the child, not being the biologicalh' related to the

petitioner, cannot be handed over to the petitiuner :rntl her husb:rnd. She pl:rced

reliance upon Section 4 of thc Surrogao'(Rcgulation) Act,202l in support of hcr

contentions. She further submitted that the child is currentlv being taken care of by the

Child Welfare Committee.

After hearing both the parties, this Court obsen,es that the issue nceds detailed

hearing. Therefore, the respondents arc dirccted to filc their coulrter alfidavit.

This Court is prima facie satisfied that the petitioner and her husband are the

victims of scam committed by Dr. Namratha and Universal Srushti Fertility & Research

Centre. The birth certificate of the child bears the narnes of the petitioner and her

hustrand as parents and the child rvas in their care for a period of trvo (02) months from

birth till the custody has been taken over by the authorit_v. I'herefore, this Court directs

the respondents, particularly respondent Nos. 3 and 4, to hand over the custody of the

child to the petitioner and her husband immediately and the respondents are also free to

visit and monitor the welfare of the child as the1, deem fit.

This order shall however not become a precedent for other cases.

List this matter on 15.10.2025 for counters of the respondents.
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SECTIO OFFICER
To,

1. The Principal Secretary, Women and Child Welfare Dept.. State of 'felangana.

Secretariat, Hyderabad.
2. The Director, Women and Child Weltare Department. Swarna Jayanthi Complex,

Ameerpet, Govemment of Telangana, Hyderabad. - 500 016.
3. The Child Welfare Committee, Swama Jayanthi Complex. Ameerpet, I{yderabad -

s00016.
4. The Superintendent, Sishu Vihar, Hyderabad, D.No. 8-3'222. Vengal Rao Nagar,

Ameerpet, Hyd - 500038.
5. The Station House Officer, Gopalpuram PS, Hyderabad.
6. The Special Investigation Team (SIT), Constituted for investigating the Fake

Surrogacy Racket linked to Universal Srushti Fertility Centers, Central Crime Station,

Basheerbagh, Hyderabad. (Addressees I to 6 BY RPAD)
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7. .I so ('( s to (i]) iirr \\'otncn .t t'lrilil \\ trilirre. lliglr ('oLrrt lirr thc Strrtc oi i'clitrtglult
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