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 Vide the present  pet it ion, the pet it ioner seeks a direct ion thereby to 

quash the FI R No.310 of 2016 dated 13.07.2016 registered at  P.S Nallapadu, 

Guntur Dist r ict  for the offences punishable under Sect ions 420 and 468 of 

I PC. 

 The case of the de facto com plainant  is that  he has purchased Plot  

No.556, to an extent  of 200 Sq.Yds., in D.No.475 and 477 of Gorant la Village 

from  Jallepallil Ravi Teja Housing and Const ruct ion Pvt . Ltd., which is 

represented by its chairm an Jallepally Ram a Koteshwara Rao (A.1)  i.e., the 

pet it ioner herein.  Thereafter, the de facto com plainant  executed a gift  deed 

in favour of his m other Rayapudi Subbayam m a.  Since then the said plot  was 

in his possession.  The de facto com plainant  further alleged that  he regular ly 

used to verify E.C online and that  t ill 16.11.2015 the said plot  was in his 

nam e.  However, he cam e to know recent ly that  Jallepally Ram a Koteswara 

Rao/ A.1 along with his followers created a docum ent  that  de facto 

com plainant  Plot  No.556 was belonged to Ghantasala Nageswara Rao and 

illegally sold to Surpaneni Bhargavi and the sale considerat ion was 

dist r ibuted am ong the pet it ioner/ A.1 and the aforesaid persons. 

 

 Learned counsel for the pet it ioner subm its that  the pet it ioner being 

Chairm an of com pany and at torney holder, sold the property to the de facto 

com plainant  in 2002.  I f thereafter, any cheat ing or forgery alleged to have 
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been com m it ted and the property is t ransferred in the nam e of A.2, the 

pet it ioner/ A.1 has played no role in this effect .  He subm its that  the sale 

docum ent  is not  from  Jallepalli Ravi Teja Housing and Const ruct ions Pvt .  

Ltd.,.  However, the said docum ent  is alleged to have been purchased from  

the de facto com plainant .  The pet it ioner is not  even witness of the said 

docum ent . 

 

 At  this stage, the learned Addit ional Public Prosecutor was directed to 

produce the sale docum ent  in quest ion on the next  date of hear ing.  I t  was 

also directed that  if the sale is executed in further hands from  the pet it ioner 

or from  the com pany, the com plete way has to be produced on the next  date 

of hearing. 

 

 Accordingly, on inst ruct ions, the learned Addit ional Public Prosecutor 

subm its that  A-2 was interrogated, who disclosed how the cr im e has taken 

place.  Therefore, the invest igat ing officer decided to m ake him  as L.W.3 and 

accordingly his statem ent  was recorded, whereby he stated that  while 

working in railway as RMS, in the year 1991, he purchased the house site in 

an extent  of 200 sq. yards from  Kom ir iset ty Venkateswara Rao s/ o Kotaiah, 

resident  of Gorant la village and registered the sam e in the office of Sub 

Regist rar, Guntur Vide docum ent  No.1538/ 1991.  Accordingly, he took loan 

from  the Cent ral Bank of I ndia, Guntur City by m ortgaging the said land.  

Since then, the said docum ent  is ly ing with the bank.  He took original 

docum ent  from  the bank on 3.9.2015, after clearing the debt .  On 3.9.2015, 

he sold away the said land to Surapaneni Bhargavi, w/ o Srinivasa Rao, 
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belonging to Dr.A.S.Rao Nagar and registered the sam e in the office of the 

Sub Regist rar, Nallapdu vide docum ent  No.8362/ 2015 and one Sam basiva 

Rao and Sivaram a Krishna acted as witnesses.  But , recent ly, he cam e to 

know that  Jallepalli Ram a Koteswara Rao, Chairm an and Managing Director 

of Jallepalli Ravi Teja Housing and Const ruct ion Pvt  Ltd., created a fake 

G.P.A. vide docum ent  No.74/ B14/ 2001, as if he had executed G.P.A. in his 

favour and in turn sold away to Rayapudi Durga Rao, resident  of Nehru 

Nagar, Guntur and registered the sam e vide docum ent  No.2942/ 2002 on 

13.5.2002.  At  that  t im e, his or iginal docum ent  was lying with the bank in 

m ortgage.  He further stated that  the pet it ioner cheated the said Durga Rao, 

by creat ing fake GPA docum ent , as if he had executed GPA in his favour by 

im personat ing other’s photograph in his place and m ade the said Durga Rao, 

to believe, as the said photograph is of the pet it ioner.    He has specifically 

stated that  he had not  given GPA to pet it ioner.  However, he sold the land 

legally to Surapaneni Bhargavi.  

 

 Keeping in view the argum ents of the counsel for the pet it ioner and 

the now stand taken by the prosecut ion, it  is necessary that  the m at ter 

should be invest igated fully and, thereafter, report  as per law, be filed. 

 

 Vide the present  pet it ion, pet it ion sought  for quashing of the 

proceedings in the present  cr im e.  I n m y considered opinion, this is not  the 

stage to quash the proceeding in the m at ter. 

 

 Let  the m at ter be invest igated and if after invest igat ion, the 

invest igat ing agency feels that  there is no case against  the pet it ioner, they 
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are at  liberty to file final report  and if som e substance is there, the report  can 

be filed accordingly. 

 

 The pet it ioner is enjoying the inter im  protect ion from  the court  since 

long.  Let  the pet it ioner join the invest igat ion.  The I nvest igat ing Officer,  

shall not  arrest  the pet it ioner at  the init ial stage.  However, if the 

I nvest igat ing Officer feels that  the custodial interrogat ion of the pet it ioner is 

necessary, then he m ay accordingly issue not ice, one week pr ior to the 

sam e. 

 

 I t  is needless to state that  the pet it ioner shall rem ain present  as and 

when call by the SHO concerned for the purpose of invest igat ion t ill f inal 

report / charge sheet  is filed. 

 

 I  hereby m ake it  clear that  if the pet it ioner does not  co-operate with 

the invest igat ion, the invest igat ing officer is at  liberty to m ove applicat ion for 

cancellat ion of inter im  protect ion granted by this court . 

 

 The pet it ioner is disposed of accordingly. 

 

 Miscellaneous pet it ions pending if any, shall stand closed. 
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