
THE HON' BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER  

Cr im in a l  Pet i t ion  No .1 1 0 6  o f  2 0 1 9  

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/ A.2 for grant  

of ant icipatory bail in Crim e No.897 of 2018 of Meerpet  Police 

Stat ion, Rachakonda Com m issionerate, registered for the 

offences punishable under Sect ions 420, 468, 471 & 419 of I PC. 

 

2 . Heard Sri K.Venum adhav, learned counsel for the 

pet it ioner/ A.2, Sri Ch.Ravinder, learned counsel for the de- facto 

com plainant  (who is perm it ted to be im pleaded as 2nd 

respondent , vide order passed today in I .A.No.1 of 2019) , the 

learned Addit ional Public Prosecutor represent ing the 1st 

respondent  State and perused the record. 

 

3 . The learned counsel for the pet it ioner/ A.2 would subm it  

that  the nam e of the pet it ioner/ A.2 is not  m ent ioned in the First  

I nform at ion Report .  The pet it ioner/ A.2 is a pract icing advocate.  

He has nothing to do with the alleged forged registered sale 

deed.  Further, no single docum ent  is collected in the course of 

invest igat ion to show the part icipat ion of the pet it ioner/ A.2 in 

the subject  cr im e.  All the allegat ions levelled against  the 

pet it ioner/ A.2 are false and ult im ately prayed to allow the 

applicat ion. 

 

4 . On the other hand, the learned counsel for the 2nd 

respondent / de- facto com plainant  would contend that  the de-
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facto com plainant  is an old m an.  He purchased the subject  

property for the benefit  of his children in the year 1986 and to 

his shocking surprise, he cam e to know about  the regist rat ion of 

a false and fabricated sale deed.  The pet it ioner/ A.2 is the key 

player and responsible to get  the forged docum ent  into existence 

in order to m ake unlawful gain and ult im ately prayed to dism iss 

the applicat ion. 

 

5 . As per the m aterial placed on record, there is record to 

show that  the de- facto com plainant  purchased Plot  No.347 

adm easuring 300 square yards in Survey No.28 and 29 situated 

at  Meerpet  Village, under a registered sale deed No.11820/ 1986, 

dated 14.08.1986, from  his vendor and has been in peaceful 

possession of the said plot .  There is also record to show that  A.3 

in this cr im e is a cab driver and he developed acquaintance with 

the pet it ioner/ A.2.  There is also record to show that  A.3 and the 

pet it ioner/ A.2 were not  m aking sufficient  m oney to m eet  their  

necessit ies and hence, the pet it ioner/ A.2, with the help of A.3 to 

A.5, got  registered the subject  plot  belonging to the de- facto 

com plainant , in favour of A.1.  There is also record to show that  

A.4 im personated the de- facto com plainant  in the forged 

registered sale deed.  Pendency of O.S.No.2460 of 2018 on the 

file of Principal Senior Civil Judge, Ranga Reddy Dist r ict  at  

L.B.Nagar, to declare the t it le of the disputed property cannot  be 

a ground to grant  bail to the pet it ioner/ A.2.  There are specific 

and grave allegat ions against  the pet it ioner/ A.2, i.e., he indulged 

in fabricat ing the registered sale deed with the help of the other 

accused in this case.  There is also record to show that  the sale 
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proceeds were dist r ibuted am ong the pet it ioner/ A.2 and the 

other accused.  The allegat ions are heinous.  The m at ter requires 

thorough invest igat ion.  I t  is not  a fit  case to grant  bail to the 

pet it ioner/ A.2 under Sect ion 438 of Cr.P.C. 

 

6 . Hence, the Crim inal Pet it ion is dism issed.  

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

 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  
Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

11 th March, 2019 

Bvv  


