
THE HON' BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER  

CRI MI NAL PETI TI ON No .1 0 5 3  o f  2 0 1 9  

ORDER:  

 

 This Crim inal Pet it ion, under Sect ion 482 of the Code of 

Crim inal Procedure, 1973, is filed by the pet it ioner/ A.2 to quash 

the proceedings in Crim e No.828 of 2018 in Madhapur Police 

Stat ion, Cyberabad, registered for the offences punishable under 

Sect ions 419, 420 and 471 read with 120B of I PC. 

 

2. Heard the learned counsel for the pet it ioner/ A.2, the learned 

Addit ional Public Prosecutor represent ing the 1st respondent -State, 

the learned counsel for the 2nd respondent  and perused the record. 

 

3. Learned counsel for the pet it ioner/ A.2 would subm it  that  the 

land in dispute is situated at  Medchal-Malkajgir i Police Stat ion 

lim its.  Madhapur Police Stat ion has no jur isdict ion to entertain the 

com plaint .  The allegat ions m ade against  the pet it ioner/ A.2 in the 

FI R are false.  No offences are m ade out  to proceed against  the 

pet it ioner/ A.2 for the offences punishable under Sect ions 419, 420 

and 471 read with 120B of I PC and ult im ately, prayed to allow the 

pet it ion. 

 

4. Learned Addit ional Public Prosecutor represent ing the 1st  

respondent / State would contend that  there is specific allegat ion in 

the report  dated 09.10.2018 that  an am ount  of Rs.1.00 crore was 

paid to the pet it ioner/ A.2, which was payable to A.1, at  Ayyappa 

Society, situated at  Madhapur within the lim its of Madhapur Police 

Stat ion.  Further, it  is also contended that  there are allegat ions of 

personat ion of or iginal owner and fabricat ing the registered sale 
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deed by the pet it ioner/ A.2 const itut ing the offences punishable 

under Sect ions 419, 420 and 471 read with 120B of I PC.  

Therefore, there are no grounds to quash the proceedings. 

 

5. Learned counsel for the 2nd respondent -de facto com plainant  

had also supported the subm issions m ade by the learned Addit ional 

Public Prosecutor. 

 

6. I t  is evident  from  the report , dated 09.10.2018, lodged with 

the police, Madhapur, that  an am ount  of Rs.1.00 crore was paid to 

the pet it ioner/ A.2, which was payable to A.1 towards sale 

considerat ion of the land proposed to be purchased by the de facto 

com plainant . There are also allegat ions of obtaining three 

registered sale deeds bearing docum ent  No.881/ 2016 dated 

22.01.2016, docum ent  No.550/ 2016 dated 12.01.2016 and 

docum ent  No.521/ 2016 dated 12.01.2016, wherein the 

pet it ioner/ A.2 is the at test ing witness.  There is specific m ent ion 

that  the subject  land belongs to one Syed Mouniddin and the said 

vendor was im personated and the so-called three registered sale 

deeds were fabricated at  the instance of the pet it ioner/ A.2 and 

other accused.  There are also other allegat ions.  All these 

allegat ions are sufficient  to const itute the offences under Sect ions 

419, 420 and 471 read with 120B of I PC.  Therefore, there is 

nothing wrong in the regist rat ion of FI R by the Stat ion House 

Officer, Madhapur Police Stat ion, when there is inform at ion with 

regard to the com m ission of cognizable offences.  The invest igat ion 

has to go on.  Under these circum stances, the Crim inal Pet it ion is 

devoid of m erit  and is liable to be dism issed. 
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7. I n the result , the Crim inal Pet it ion is dism issed.  

 

Pending m iscellaneous pet it ions, if any, shall stand 

dism issed. 

 

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

Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

Date: 03.04.2019 

ssp 


