
SMT JUSTI CE T. RAJANI  

CRI MI NAL PETI TI ON No .4 2 1 4  o f  2 0 1 1  

ORDER:  

 

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

CC.No.497 of 2007 against  the pet it ioners, who are A1 and A2, on the 

file of the Addit ional Judicial Magist rate of First  Class, Tadepalligudem , 

West  Godavari Dist r ict . The offences alleged are under Sect ions 420, 

409, 419, 468, 506(2)  read with Sect ion 34 of the I ndian Penal Code. 

 

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

Prosecutor, appearing for the second respondent . None appeared for 

the first  respondent  in spite of not ice. 

 

3. The counsel for the pet it ioners subm its that  init ially the offences 

that  were registered against  the pet it ioners were under Sect ions 420, 

409, 419, 468, 506(2)  read with Sect ion 34 I PC but  later after 

invest igat ion, the police deleted the offence under Sect ions 409, 419 

and 468 I PC and filed charge sheet  for the offences under Sect ions 

420, 506(2)  read with Sect ion 34 I PC. The counsel further contends 

that  the basis for the alleged offence under Sect ion 420 I PC is the 

offence under Sect ion 468 I PC. 

 

4. But  in the considered opinion of this Court , the charge sheet  

cannot  be m ade a basis to quash the proceedings in respect  of Sect ion 

420 I PC when the com plaint  discloses, prim a facie,  that  the alleged 

offence is at t racted to the acts com m it ted by the accused.  

The allegat ion is that  the accused threatened the com plainant  to sigN 

on papers and when he refused to sign, A1 caught  hold of him  and A2 

beat  the com plainant  with Ruler, with an intent ion to kill.  Though the 
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crim e was registered for the offence under Sect ion 468 I PC also,  

the contents of the com plaint  them selves show that  no allegat ion of 

forgery is m ade out , but  the averm ents of the com plaint  certainly 

would at t ract  the offence under Sect ion 420 I PC. I n view of the above, 

this Court  is not  inclined to quash the proceedings.  

 

I n the light  of the above, the cr im inal pet it ion is dism issed.  

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

closed. 

__________ 

T. RAJANI , J 
November 14, 2018 
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