
 

SMT JUSTI CE T. RAJANI  
 

CRI MI NAL PETI TI ON No .2 0 5 1  o f  2 0 1 1  

ORDER:  

 

 This pet it ion is filed seeking for quashm ent  of the 

proceedings against  the pet it ioner, who is A2 in Crim e No.320 of 

2010 on the file of Suryapet  Police Stat ion, Nalgonda Dist r ict . 

The offences alleged are under Sect ions 193, 209, 406, 418 and 

420 I PC. 

 

2. Heard the counsel for the pet it ioner;  the Public Prosecutor 

appearing for respondent  No.2;  and the counsel appearing for 

respondent  No.1. 

 

3. The facts of the case are that  the wife of the pet it ioner, 

who is A1 in the above Crim e, and the de facto com plainant / R1 

have entered into an agreem ent  of sale in respect  of a property 

at  Suryapet  Town. The de facto com plainant  along with others 

paid the ent ire sale considerat ion to A1. Now the gr ievance of 

the de facto com plainant  is that  in spite of repeated requests,  

accused have not  com e forward to execute the sale deed.  

 

4. The defence of the pet it ioner/ A2 is two fold. One is that  he 

is not  the owner of the land under the agreem ent  of sale and the 

second is that  declining the execut ion of the sale deed is on the 

ground that  the said land is under m ortgage.  

 

5. I n the above circum stances, it  cannot  be said that  there 

was any cr im inal intent ion on the part  of the pet it ioner to 

com m it  the offence. Moreover, the pet it ioner/ A2 is not  a party to 
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the agreem ent  of sale. The pet it ioner cannot  be brought  to book 

for the alleged offences. Hence, cont inuat ion of the proceedings 

against  the pet it ioner in the above cr im e would only result  in 

abuse of process of law. 

 

6. With the above observat ions, the Crim inal Pet it ion is 

allowed and the proceedings in Crim e No.320 of 2010 on the file 

of Suryapet  Police Stat ion, Nalgonda Dist r ict , against  the 

pet it ioner, are hereby quashed. However, it  is m ade clear that  

the observat ions m ade by this Court  shall not  have any effect  on 

the proceedings before the civil court . 

 

 As a sequel, the m iscellaneous applicat ions, if any pending, 

shall stand closed.  

 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

T. RAJANI , J 

Decem ber 13, 2017 

LMV 


