
THE HON' BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER  

CRI MI NAL PETI TI ON No .1 1 8 6 0  o f  2 0 1 7  

ORDER:  

 
 

 This Crim inal Pet it ion, under Sect ion 438 of the Code of 

Crim inal Procedure, 1973, is filed by the pet it ioner-A2, for grant  of 

ant icipatory bail in the event  of his arrest  in connect ion with Crim e 

No.646 of 2017 on the file of R.G.I . Airport  Police Stat ion, 

Sham shabad, Rangareddy Dist r ict , registered for the offences 

under Sect ions 420, 468 & 471 I .P.C.  

 

2 . Heard the learned counsel for pet it ioner-A2, learned 

Addit ional Public Prosecutor represent ing the respondent -State and 

perused the record. 

 

3 . Learned counsel for the pet it ioner-A2 would subm it  that  the 

pet it ioner-A2 is the innocent  person and falsely im plicated in this 

case.  The pet it ioner-A2 has no connect ion with K.Narender Reddy, 

who is said to be the relat ive of de facto com plainant .  The 

pet it ioner-A2 has neither received the m oney nor was present  at  

any point  of t im e.  The allegat ion that  the pet it ioner-A2 along with 

K.Narender Reddy received Rs.3,50,000/ - , Rs.3,25,000/ -  and 

Rs.50,000/ -  on three different  occasions is absolutely false.  No 

prudent  person will pay huge m oney without  there being a proper 

and valid Pat ta cert ificate as well as the regist rat ion of Sale Deed.  

No person will pay Rs.50,000/ -  without  seeing the docum ent  of 

sanct ion of loan and ult im ately prayed to allow the applicat ion. 

 

4 . On the other hand, the learned Addit ional Public Prosecutor 

opposed the grant  of ant icipatory bail to the pet it ioner-A2. 
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5 . The m aterial on record reveals that  one K.Narender Reddy 

and pet it ioner-A2 approached the de facto com plainant  and her 

husband.  The pet it ioner-A2 was int roduced as an em ployee in 

M.R.O. office.  The Pet it ioner-A2 and K.Narender Reddy prom ised 

the de facto com plainant  to give Pat ta of Governm ent  land in 

Survey No.29/ P, situated at  Sham shabad Village and Mandal, 

Rangareddy Dist r ict  for considerat ion of Rs.6,70,000/ - .  I nit ially an 

am ount  of Rs.3,50,000/ -  was paid by the de facto com plainant  to 

the pet it ioner-A2 and K.Narender Reddy on 10.08.2014.  

Thereafter, pet it ioner-A2 and K.Narender Reddy handed over two 

pat ta cert ificates, i.e., ( i)  vide reference No.B/ 691/ 2014, dated 

11.08.2014, in respect  of Plot  No.126 adm easuring 125 square 

yards in Survey No.29/ P in the nam e of the de facto com plainant ;  

and, ( ii)  vide reference No.B/ 691/ 2014, dated 11.08.2014, in 

respect  of Plot  No.127 adm easuring 125 square yards in Survey 

No.29/ P, in the nam e of the husband of de facto com plainant .  

Thereafter, pet it ioner-A2 and K.Narender Reddy collected an 

am ount  of Rs.3,25,000/ -  from  the de facto com plainant  and her 

husband.  After several dem ands m ade by the de facto 

com plainant  and her husband, pet it ioner-A2 and K.Narender Reddy 

handed over two registered Sale Deeds bearing docum ent  

No.1497/ 2015, dated 02.04.2015 and docum ent  No. 1560/ 2015, 

dated 31.03.2015, to the de facto com plainant  and her husband.  

Thereafter, the pet it ioner-A2 and K.Narender Reddy took an 

am ount  of Rs.50,000/ -  from  the de- facto com plainant  and her 

husband stat ing that  the loan was sanct ioned for const ruct ion of 

house in the above said plots.  Thereafter, it  is found that  no land 
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was allot ted by the Governm ent  in favour of the de- facto 

com plainant , as detailed in the Pat ta cert ificates and registered 

docum ent .  I t  is also alleged that  the pet it ioner-A2 and another 

person threatened the de facto com plainant  to file a false case. 

 

6 . As seen from  the ent ire m aterial on record, there are specific 

and grave allegat ions of receiving huge m oney from  the de facto 

com plainant  and her husband by the pet it ioner-A2 and K.Narender 

Reddy, the pet it ioner-A2 claim ed to be an em ployee of M.R.O. 

Office.  When huge am ount  was paid by the de- facto com plainant  

in the year 2014, the pet it ioner-A2 and K.Narender Reddy 

delivered false, fabricated and bogus Sale Deeds to the de- facto 

com plainant , as alleged in the F.I .R. dated 13.10.2017.  The 

m at ter requires thorough invest igat ion.  I t  cannot  be said that  the 

pet it ioner-A2 is innocent  and falsely im plicated in this case.  I n 

view of the above, there are no just ifiable grounds to allow the 

present  pet it ion. 

 

7 . Accordingly, this Crim inal Pet it ion is dism issed.     
 

 

Miscellaneous pet it ions, if any, pending in this Crim inal 

Pet it ion, shall stand closed. 

 

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

Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

 

11.12.2017 

MVA 
 


