
SMT JUSTI CE T. RAJANI   

 

CRI MI NAL PETI TI ON No .7 7 1  o f  2 0 1 7  

ORDER:  

 

 This cr im inal pet it ion is filed seeking for quash of proceedings in 

CC.No.586 of 2012 on the file of the I  Addit ional Judicial Magist rate of First  

Class, Karim nagar.  

 

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

and learned counsel appearing for respondent  Nos.2 to 4 and with their  

consent , the cr im inal pet it ion is disposed of at  the adm ission stage. 

 

3. The Court  below by vir tue of the said order dism issed the pet it ion, 

which was filed by the pet it ioner under Sect ion 254(2)  Cr.P.C. seeking for a 

direct ion to A1 to produce certain docum ents bearing Nos.1351 of 2004, 

159 of 2005 and 2405 of 2007.  The grounds on which this pet it ion is filed 

are that  the police took the docum ents during invest igat ion and that  the 

police are in possession of those docum ents at  present ;  the Court  below 

com m it ted an error in dism issing the pet it ion m erely because respondents 

denied the possession of the docum ents;  the Court  below ought  to have 

seen that  they are all or iginal docum ents but  not  the copies of the 

docum ents necessary for a just  and proper decision in the m at ter;  the Court  

below did not  at  all consider the plea of the pet it ioner seeking direct ion to 

the respondents. 

 

5. At  the hearing, the learned counsel for the pet it ioner contends that  

the docum ents are needed for the purpose of t r ial;  as a plea of forgery is 

taken. But , in the circum stances, where A1 denies the custody of the 

docum ents, the Court  cannot  order for the custody. I t  is for the pet it ioner to 

seek for product ion of those docum ents from  the persons in whose custody 

they are lying.  I n this case, the content ion of A1 is that  the docum ents are 

lying with the police. 
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6. Hence, pet it ioner has to take steps to seek for product ion of the 

docum ents from  the custody of police by filing appropriate pet it ion. I t  is not  

for the Court  to take up the responsibilit y and direct  the police to produce 

those docum ents as argued by the counsel for the pet it ioner. 

 

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

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

closed.  

 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  
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