
SMT JUSTI CE T.RAJANI  

CRI MI NAL PETTI I ON Nos.9 1 8 3 , 1 0 2 0 4 , 1 1 2 8 0 , 1 1 1 3 6 , 

1 1 1 3 7 , 1 1 1 3 8  an d  1 1 1 3 9  o f  2 0 1 1  

 

COMMON ORDER:  

CRLP.Nos.9 1 8 3 , 1 1 2 8 0 , 1 1 1 3 6 , 1 1 1 3 7 , 1 1 1 3 8  an d  1 1 1 3 9  o f  

2 0 1 1 :  

 

 These pet it ions are filed seeking for quash of the 

proceedings in C.C.No.48 of 2008 on the file of the court  of  

I I  Addit ional Judicial Magist rate of First  Class at  Rajahm undry 

against  the pet it ioners, who are A1, A6 and A8 respect ively and 

in C.C.Nos.89 of 2009;  88 of 2009;  90 of 2009;  86 of 2009;  and 

87 of 2009 on the file of the court  of V Addit ional Judicial 

Magist rate of First  Class, Rajahm undry against  the pet it ioners, 

who are A14, A3 and A6 respect ively. The offences alleged are 

under Sect ions 120-B, 419, 465, 468, 420 read with 34 I PC. 

 

2. Heard the counsel for the pet it ioners, the Public Prosecutor 

appearing for the 1st respondent  and the counsel for the second 

respondent . 

 

3. The counsel for the pet it ioners reported that  A6-Madireddy 

Lakshm i Narayana @ Chinna expired and he filed a death 

cert ificate to that  effect . The case against  A6 stands abated and 

the further proceedings need to be quashed. 

 

4. As regards A1 and A8, there are specific allegat ions A8 is 

stated to be a broker to whom  the com plainants handed over the 

xerox copies of their  t it le deeds pertaining to their  property and 

A8 kept  the copies of the sale deeds for three m onths and 

returned to the com plainants.  
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5. I t  is alleged that  even at  that  t im e, though the 

com plainants found that  the propert ies are not  in their  nam e but  

are sold away to third part ies, they did not  enquire about  the 

sam e and that  later when som e other persons approached them  

and expressed their  intent ion to purchase the property,  

they found that  the propert ies were executed in the nam e of the 

third part ies by way of fabricat ion of sale deeds. 

 

6. Hence, from  the above, it  can be prim a facie understood 

that  A8 also had som e role in the ent ire episode of fabricat ion of 

sale deeds. Hence, in view of the said allegat ions, this court  

opines that  the proceeding against  the pet it ioners cannot  be 

quashed. 

 

CRLP.No .1 0 2 0 4  o f  2 0 1 1 :  

 

7. Though the allegat ions in this pet it ion are also sim ilar,   

the counsel for the pet it ioner subm its that  based on two 

com plaints, given by the com plainant , a com m on charge sheet  is 

filed, but  in the com plaint , dated 15.09.2005, the nam e of  

A8 does not  find place. 

 

8. A perusal of the said com plaint  shows that  the broker in 

the said case is one Gabrial. But  since a com m on charge sheet  is 

filed, a direct ion can be given to the lower court  to consider the 

said fact  while fram ing charges against  the pet it ioner and the 

court  shall not  fram e any charge against  the pet it ioner in respect  

of the allegat ions m ade in the com plaint , dated 15.09.2005.  
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9. Hence, considering that  the pet it ioner involved him self in 

sim ilar t ransact ions wherein subsequent  fabricat ion of the 

docum ents has taken place, this court  opines that  it  is not  safe 

to quash the proceedings at  this stage. 

 

With the above observat ions above, the Crim inal Pet it ions 

are dism issed. I nter im  stay granted by this court  in CRLP MP 

No.1005 of 2011 in CRLP No.9183 of 2011, dated 10.10.2011;  

CRLP MP No.11225 of 2011 in CRLP No.10204 of 2011, dated 

21.10.2011;  CRLP MP No.12610 of 2011 in CRLP No.11280 of 

2011, dated 14.11.2011;  CRLP MP No.12439 of 2011 in CRLP 

No.11136 of 2011, dated 11.11.2011;  CRLP MP No.12442 of 

2011 in CRLP No.11139 of 2011, dated 11.11.2011;  CRLP MP 

No.12440 of 2011 in CRLP No.111137 of 2011, dated 

11.11.2011;   CRLP MP No.12441 of 2011 in CRLP No.11138 of 

2011, dated 11.11.2011.  

As a sequel, the m iscellaneous pet it ions, if any pending, 

shall stand closed. 

 

_________________ 

JUSTI CE T. RAJANI   

October 23, 2018 

LMV 


