
SMT JUSTI CE T. RAJANI  
 

CRI MI NAL PETI TI ON No .9 0 1 8  o f  2 0 1 1  

ORDER:  

 

 This pet it ion is filed seeking for quash of the proceedings 

in CC.No.514 of 2006 (FI R.No.363 of 2004 on the file of the 

Police Stat ion Rajendranagar, Cyberabad)  on the file of the VI I I  

Met ropolitan Magist rate, Rajendranagar, Cyberabad, against  the 

pet it ioners, who are A2 and A3 in the said CC. 

 

2. Heard the counsel for the pet it ioners and the Public 

Prosecutor appearing for the 1st respondent  and takes not ice for 

the 2nd respondent .  

 

3. The case was registered against  the pet it ioners, who are 

A2 & A3 and A1, who died, for the offences punishable under 

Sect ions 447, 427 and 188 I PC based on the report  of the MRO 

stat ing that  the Urban Land Ceiling Authority declared the 

disputed survey num bers at  Bandlaguda Khalsa Village belonging 

to one Manik Reddy and others as surplus land and that  the 

possession was already handed over to the MRO on 02.08.1999 

under the cover of panchanam a. The said lands are under the 

custody of MRO. The pet it ioners and others have filed 

W.P.No.8431 of 2000 and this Court  ordered to m aintain  

status quo.   I t  is stated in the com plaint  that  on the inspect ion of 

the Governm ent  lands, it  is not iced that  the declarants, who are 

the pet it ioners herein, along with third part ies, are illegally 

dum ping gravel, through Lorr ies and m aking roads. Hence, it  
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was requested to arrange pat rolling team  to keep a watch on the 

illegal act ivit ies and seize the vehicles and book the persons.  

 

4. The counsel for the pet it ioners refutes the contents of the 

report  as regards possession being with the MRO with the help of 

the inter im  order that  was passed by this court  in 

WPMP.No.27144 of 2009 in WP.No.20845 of 2009.   

 

5. A perusal of the report  of the MRO reveals that  this court  

in WP MP No.10958 of 2000 in WP No.8431 of 2000 by order 

dated 09.05.2000 has ordered to m aintain status quo.  Further,  

a perusal of the order passed by this court  in WPMP No.27144 of 

2009 in WP.No.20845 of 2009 shows that  the inter im  direct ion, 

as prayed for, was granted.  The prayer in the said MP is to issue 

inter im  direct ion to the respondents not  to interfere with the 

possession and enjoym ent  of the pet it ioners in respect  of the 

disputed lands.  While issuing not ice to the respondents therein, 

this court  m ade the inter im  direct ion as such. Hence, in view of 

the said inter im  direct ion, the respondents are not  supposed to 

interfere with the lands and the possession and enjoym ent  of the 

lands was also prim a facie found to be in favour of the 

pet it ioners and the prayer m ade in the pet it ion is as such.  

Hence, it  has to be assum ed that  the possession with the 

pet it ioners herein was believed by the court  before issuing the 

inter im  direct ion m ent ioned above.  

 

5. This court  by order, dated 06.07.2011, allowed 

WPNo.20845 of 2009 and Rule Nisi was m ade absolute.  

WP.No.8431 of 2000 m ent ioned in the report  of the MRO is not  
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the sam e. But , however, the survey num bers, except  

Sy.No.103/ 13, m ent ioned in the report  filed by the MRO and in 

WP.No.20845 of 2009 are one and the sam e. The report  does 

not  specify whether the pet it ioners were dum ping m aterial in  

Sy.No.103/ 13. All the survey num bers are m ent ioned together.  

Hence, unless the com plaint  m akes out  a clear case that  the 

offence is in relat ion to Sy.No.103/ 13, which is not  the subject  

m at ter of WP.No.20845 of 2009, the prosecut ion cannot  be 

sustained against  the pet it ioners. 

 

6. When such is the posit ion, the dum ping of the gravel and 

m aking roads cannot  be said to be illegal. The MRO, if he is 

aggrieved by the orders of this Court , has to approach this Court  

and get  the inter im  order vacated. But  he cannot  get  the 

pet it ioners herein im plicated, stat ing that  their  act ivit ies of 

dum ping gravel in the disputed lands are illegal. The com plaint , 

which is m isconceived, cannot  be a basis for regist rat ion of cr im e 

against  the pet it ioners. Hence, the cont inuat ion of further 

proceedings in CC.No.514 of 2006 on the file of Rajendranagar 

Police Stat ion, Cyberabad, against  these pet it ioners, would be an 

abuse of process of law.  

 

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

allowed and the proceedings in CC.No.514 of 2006 (FI R.No.363 

of 2004 on the file of the Police Stat ion Rajendranagar, 

Cyberabad)  on the file of the VI I I  Met ropolitan Magist rate, 

Rajendranagar, Cyberabad, against  the pet it ioners, who are A2 

and A3, are hereby quashed.  
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 As a sequel, the m iscellaneous applicat ions, if any pending, 

shall stand closed.  

 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

T. RAJANI , J 
Decem ber 6, 2017 

LMV 


