
  

HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO 

CRIMINAL PETITION No. 6560 of 2011 

ORDER:  

 

 Heard  the pa rties.  Though notic e is served  on the sec ond 

respondent on 26.08.2011 as per the offic e endorsement, no 

appearanc e is entered  on his beha lf and  there is no rep resenta tion. 

 The p resent c rimina l petition is filed  by the petitioner/ A-5 to 

quash the p roc eed ings initia ted  aga inst him in Crime No.557 of 2011 

of Sta tion House Offic er, Vanastha lipuram Polic e Sta tion, Ranga  

Reddy Distric t for the offenc es punishab le under Sec tions 406, 420 

and  506 IPC. 

 The b rief fac ts of the c ase a re tha t on 21.07.2011 the sec ond  

respondent herein lodged  a  c omp la int before the first respondent 

sta ting  tha t he and  his wife a re residents of H.NO.4-12-519, Plot No.2, 

Dwarakamayinagar, Subadranagar.  Smt.Sa tya  Sa i and  her 

husband  Namana  Srinivasa  Na idu who a re residents of Plot No.6 a t 

Road  No.4 whic h is nearer to their residenc e made them to believe 

tha t they a re doing business in gold  and  in tha t p roc ess they have 

taken loan from the sec ond  respondent to a  tune of Rs.50 lakhs on 

d ifferent oc c asions and  when they demanded  for gold , they 

absc onded .  Therefore, he lodged  a  c omp la int to take appropria te 

ac tion aga inst them.  Pursuant to the sa id  c omp la int, a  c rime vide 

F.I.R.No.557 of 2011 is reg istered  for the offenc es mentioned  supra .  

Aggrieved  by the same, the p resent c rimina l petition is filed . 
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 It is sta ted  in the c rimina l petition tha t the petitioner is the 

husband  of A-4 and  son-in-law of A-1 and  A-2, tha t he has been 

fa lsely imp lic a ted  in the c ase only to put p ressure on the ac c used  

Nos.1 to 4 so tha t they will c ome to terms he being the son-in-law of 

A-1 and  A-2 and  tha t he has nothing  to do with the c ommission of 

the offenc e and  he is tota lly a  stranger and  not even seen the 

sec ond  respondent.  Therefore, he sought to quash the 

p roc eed ings initia ted  aga inst him. 

 Perusa l of the c ontents of the c ompla int would  ind ic a te tha t 

the a llega tions made aga inst the petitioner and  other ac c used  a re 

very serious in na ture involving  financ ia l aspec t.  The name of the 

petitioner is a lso mentioned  in the c omp la int sta ting  tha t the 

petitioner herein, his wife and  mother-in-law made the sec ond  

respondent to believe tha t they a re doing business in gold  and  

induc ed  them to part with Rs.20 lakhs forming part of Rs.50 lakhs.   

In the light of the above spec ific  a llega tions, it c annot be sa id  

tha t no a llega tion is made aga inst the petitioner.  Therefore, this 

Court feels tha t a  p rima  fac ie c ase is made out aga inst the 

petitioner and  it is not a  fit c ase to be quashed  a t this stage, more 

partic ula rly, when the c rime is a t the investiga tion stage.  As suc h, 

the c rimina l petition is liab le to be d ismissed . 

Ac c ord ing ly, the c rimina l petition is d ismissed . However, if the 

p resenc e of the petitioner is required  during  the c ourse of 

investiga tion, the investiga ting  offic er c onc erned  may invoke the 

p rovisions of Sec tion 41-A of Cr.P.C. as per law and  c omplete the 
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investiga tion and  file the c harge sheet, if no c harge sheet is filed  as 

of now. 

 Interim order, if any, passed  by this Court sha ll stand  

vac a ted . 

 

 The misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing in this c rimina l 

petition sha ll stand  c losed .  

__________________ 

P. KESHAVA RAO,J 

Date:29.12.2017 

Cc m 
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