IN THE Hi
GH COURT FoR THE STATE oF TELANGANA AT HYD ERABAD

MONDAY THE SEVENTH
shi) . DAY OF DECEM
WO THOUSAND AND TWENTY R

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRi JUSTICE K. LAKSHMAN

CRIMINAL PETITION NO: 6069, 6074 AND 6081 OF 2020
CRIMINAL PETITION NO: 6069 OF 2020

Between:

B 1 ‘ - - H [ d qﬂJD...t ":15 2ars '::I':':

., ..Petitioner/Accused No.2

The Siate of Telangana, represented by ils S.H.0. Patancheru Police Staticn,
sangareddy Disinct, represented by Pubiic Frosecutor, High Court for 1he State
of Telangana

.Respondent

Fatitian under Section 438 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances statsd
in the Memarandum of Grounds of Criminal Pelition, the High Courl may be pleased
to release the petitoner an bail in the event of her arrest pending Investigation,
Inguiry and Trigd in connection with the Crime No.415 of 2020 on the file of
Patancheru Police Station, Sangareddy District. otherwisa the petitioner shall suffer
rreparable loss,

This Petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Memorandem of
Grounds of Criminal Petition and upon hearng the arguments of Mrs. K. Sesha
Rajyam, Learned Senior Counsel representing Mr. Koteswara Rao Mummaneni,
Advocate for the Petitioner and the Public Prosecutor on behalf of the Respondent,

CRIMINAL PETITION NO: 6074 OF 2020

Betwoen:

smt K. Rajya Lakshmi, Wio. K. Vijgay Kumar, Aged about 435 yesrs, Ucc.
Housewife, Rio. H.No 16-2-227/180, Sardsr Patel Magar, Opp Mizampet Road,
kukatpally. Hyderabad

...Petitioner/Accused No.3

AND

1, The Siste of Telangana, represented Dy ils Pulblic Prosecutor. High Cour far the
State of Talangana, Hydsarabad
2 Ravi Kumar, 5/o, Nageshwar Rag, Aged about 32 years, Occ Business, Rio. Plot
Mo 54, NEL Colony, Bearamguda, Ameanpur, Sangareddy District.
«Respondent/De facto Complainant

Fetition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C praving that in the circumstances statec
in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition. the Hign Court may be pleased
to quash tha proceedings in Crime No. 494 of 2020 on the file of Patancheru Police
Station. Sangareddy District, registerad for the offences punishable under Sections
420, 406, 120-8 read with Section 34 of IPC insofar as the peliioner is concarnead,



LA, NO: 1 OF 2020 |
i i 2 r P.C praying 1hat

Paliticn under Section 482 of Cr. oray E

i Petition, the High Gourt may be pieased

e Mo.dgd of 2020 on the file of

in the circumstances astated

in the Memorandurm of Grounds of Grminal
o dizpense with the filing of certified copy in Cr

Patancheru Police Station, Sangareddy District, in the interast of Justice.

lLA. NO: 2 OF 2020 |
Petition under Section 482 of CrP.C praying that in the gircumstances staled

) R T i - : be pleased
i the Memarandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition; the High Court may he plaase

to stay all further procsedings, ncluding the arrest of the patitioner, in Crime No.494
of 2020 on the file of Palancheru Polce Station, Sangareddy District, pending thia

above Quash Petitior

Thiz Pelition coming on for hearng, cpon perusing the hMemorancum of
Grounds of Criminal Petition and upon hearing the arguments of Mrs K. Sesha
Rajyam, Learncd Senior Counsel representing Mro M. Koteswars Rac Mummanen,
fdvocate for the Patitioner 2nd the Puhlic Prosecutor on hehalf of the Respondant
~a.1 and of the Respondent MNo.2 not appearing in person of by Advocate.

CRIMINAL PETITION NO: 6081 OF 2020

Between:

Smt K. Rajya Lakshmi, Wio. K. Vijay Kumar, Agad about 45 years, Occ
Housewife, Rio. H.No.18-2-227/190, Sardar Patel Nagar, Opp. Nizampat Road,
Fukatpsally, Hyderabad,

...Patitioner/Accused No.d
AND

The State of Telangana, representad by ils 5 H.O, Patancheru Police Station,
Sangareddy District, reprasanted by Public Prosecutor, High Court for the State
af Telangana.

.Respondent

Petition under Section «38 of Cr.P.C praying that in tha circumstances statod
in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition the High Coort may be pleassd
to release the peliionsr on bal in the event of her arrest pending Investioation,
mquiry and Tral in connection with the Crime No 248 of 2020 on the file of
Fatancheru Polize Station. Sangareddy District, otherwise the petitioner shall sutfer

irreparable loss.

This Pelilion coming on for hedring, upon perusing the Memorandum of
Grovnds of Criminal Petition and upen hearing the arguments of Mrs. K. Sesha
Rayam, Learmed Senior Counsel representing Mr. M. Koteswara Rac Mummaneni,

Advoeate for the Patitioner and the Public Prosacutor on behall of the Respondeant.

The Court made the following: COMMON ORDER



II'D.’\'GI_-'H_-EHLF_. SRUJUSTICE K. LAKSHMAN

CRIMINATL PETITION Nuos.6069, 6074

AND 6081 OF 202i)
COMMON ORDER:

Mrs. K. Rajya Lukshmi, acoused MNo.g, Accused NoJd apd
Aceused No4 in Crime Nos.413 of 2020, 404 . 2020 and 349 of
2020 on the Fle of Patnchen Police Station, Sangareddy District
lled Criminal Petition N, 6069, 6074 and 6081 of 2020 respectively
seeking anticipatory bail in the said crimes,  The oflences alleged
agamst her in Crime Nos 415 and 494 of 2020 are under Sections -
120-1, 406 and 420 read with 34 of IPC, while the ofTences alleged in
Crime Nodd9 of 2020 are under Sections 2018, 420, 447 apd 427

redd with 34 ol 1P,

2, The petitioner in the above criminal petitions is accused
Nod4, accused Nod and accused Nod in the aforesaid crimes

respectively, amd hereinalter she will be referred to as ‘petitioner”

3. Heard Mrs. K. Sesha Rajyam, learned Senior Counsel
representing Mr. M. Koteswara Rao. learned counsel for the
pehiboner, and the learned Publie Prosccutor appearing on behalf of

the respondent - State,

ALLEGATIONS IN CRIME MNo.d1S of 2020

4. The allegations levelled agamst the petitiongr - accused Nod
i the complamt dated O3 10,2020 by de facto complamant - Suresh

Ravi are thal he was intending to purchase agriculiural land, and Mr.
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Ramana and Ratnakar introduced accused No.2 1o him,  Taking
advantage of his intention o purchase the land, accused Nod and
ather accused played fraud op him, Accordingly, accused Nos. 1 and 2
arid other acensed in collusion with each other have sold the land 10
ki in Suvey Nod63 looan eslent of 2783 square vards o
02.01 2020 hy receiving un amount of Bs. 1.50 Cores, but in facl e
said land was already sold vide decument N 137 of 2020 After
coming w know the same, when he demanded the accused 10 refum
the money, they did not rewrn, but oftered some other land and
accordingly, agreed to allot the land in Survey No452 sayving that il
was a clear title and shown the report of Mandal Surveyor and
conversion letter ssued by the Lahsildar, and received further amount
of Rs. 16,00 lakhs in cash and Rs40.00 lakhs by way ol cheques,
Believing their version, he purchased the land under document

beanng Mo 3379 of 2020, sohsequently, be came o Know about thes

complaint lodged by the de facro complainant it Crime No 349 of

2020,

A, Itis further alleged thar on enquiry. the ¢ facio complainant

came W know Lhal the said Surveyor’s reporct and conversion letter
were ereated in collusion witk officials and the accused including the
petitioner heremn have sold the land in Survey WNo 448, which is a
Government land, by showing 1t as the land m Survey Nod32. Thus,

accused have cheated the de facto complainant,



3 K.

P Nos.6069 of 2020 & laea),

ALLEGATIONS [N CRIME No.494 of 2020

. The allsg: Tevellic BsE
Hiegatons wvelled agalns the pelitioner - accused No.3

in the complai od: by e [t
the complaint lodged by the de fucto complainant - Mr, [, Ravi

Kumar are that the accused includi i
L Lhe aceused including the petitioner herein have played

@ fraud on him. Ms. K. Swamna Latha, the petitioner and her hushand
- Mro K. Vilaya Kumar, Mr, K. Venkata Seshu and Mr, Subhash
Chandra Bose, have sold the agricultural land in Survey Nos.468 and
469 1o an extent of Acs.6.06 guntas vide document No. 7000 ol 2003,
an extent of Ags.8.02 puntas in Survey Nos 438, 443, 444, 463, 470
and 473 vide document Ne 7010 of 2003, and an extent of Acs.7.38
gUNtas in Survey Nos.449, 430, 451, 452453 and 454 vide decument
Mo FOTL ol 2003, all are situated at Chitkul village, 10 Sme. Venigulia
Vijavasakshmi represented by Dr. Ramakrishna Housing Private
Limited, Subsequently, the hushand of the petitioner met the de facro
complainant throgh one Mr. Mastanaizh and represented thar he
would sell an extent of 2760 square vands of land in Survey Nodea3,
which in fact was already sold to Mrs. Vijava Laxmi. Accordingly,
brother ol the de facto complainant paid gn amount of Rs, 19,50,000/-

tir the husband of the petitioner on different dates and the hushand of

Lhe pelilioner has passed a receipt fo that eflect.

7. It is further alleged that subsequently the de facro
complainant found that the said land became as plots and are in the
venture of Vijava Lakshmi. Then he guestioned the husband of the

pettioner and demanded to return the amount.  Accordingly, the
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hushand of the petivoner nas Lsued two chegues [or R, 00U takhs
cach and when the same were presented, they gol dishonoured. Later
on, Lhe de facio complainant came 1o Lo that the above sald persons
inciuding the petitioner heren have played fraud bn many persuons
including him. When he questioned aboul the illegal acts done by
them, they  threatencd  the de  fucio  compiainant with e

consequences. Hence, he lodged the complaint requesting the pohoe

tor take necessary action against them,

ALLEGATIONS IN CRIME No.349 of 2020:

8. The allegations levelled against the petitioner, accused Mo,
in the complaint by the de facte complainant - Smit. Vennigalia Vijaya
Laxmi are that she has purchased the land to an extent of Acs.22.06
punias in Survey Nosdos, 469, 25, 443, 444, 463, 270 473, 445 4500
4531 and 452, siuated at Chitkul village of Patancheru Mandal.
Sungarcddy Dastnet, trom Smi K, Swarnalatha and ber sons, viz., K.
Wiy Kumar (Accused Nool), husband ol the petittoner heree, K
Venkatesh and K. Subash Chandrabose, vide repistered sale deed
bearing document Nos 7003 of 2003, 7010 0f 2002 and 7011 of 2003,
and she cooverted the samc along with other extent mio non-

agriculture, laid plots and started selling on the name of *5al Santoshi

Township’,

9. It is further alleged by the de facto complainant that on

270652020 at 10.00 a.m., when she visited the site, she noticed that
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Mr, Pradeen O
M Pradeep Choudary (Accused No 20 A Shiviraj

Ay taccused No 20 Mre. Kondg Shivaraju, Mr. B,
Yadaial, Mr. K. Vi '
ddaral, B Viava Laxmi, Mr, Masthnmg '

It < M Masthanaiah and Mr. Sanjeew

Reddy wiems mitem il 1o .
=dY were cnminally trespassed into hap land and removing the

fencing stones By savine thar il
L stones by saving tha ey wiere purchasers of the said land

W It ds also alleged by the de facr complainant that on
verification of the documents, she came o know that M. K.
Swamalathy has execuled Gift Deed bearing document No. 30900 of
2008 in favour of her son - Mr. Venkatesh, to an extent of 4508 square
vards in Survey Nod38, another Gift Deed bearing  document
Mo 46164 ol 2018 in favour of her son - Mr. Vijay Kumar (accused
Neo1 ) and hushand of the petitioner herein to an extent of 2783 syuare
vards in Survey No463 and she alse cxecuted Agreement - cum -
Gieneral Power of Atomey (AGPA) bearing document No 34452 o
2019 m favour of Me. L Pradeep Choudary (accused MNo.2) to an
exlent of 2220 square vards 1 Survey Nod32 Subscquently, her san
- K. Venkatesh has execured AGPA bearing document No 33575 of
2019 in favour of Mr, K. Veokata Sestw and accused Mol 1o an
extent of 459K square yvards in Survey Mo 438, Similarly, another son
laccused No.l) executed AGPA beanng document No.d(Hk of 20149
in favour of aceused No.2 o an extent of 2783 square vards in Survey

No.463,

|1, Tt s further alleged that in view of the above, Smit. k.
Swarnalatha and her sons by colluding with accused Nol have

gxecuted documents in respect of the land which was already sold to
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{0 ey they have cheated
ner earlier, il 15 a double registralion and. thereby they have che:

her.

COMMON CONTENTIONS ON BEHALF OQF PETITIOENR

17 M K. Sesha Rajvam, leamed senior coubsel, wontld
submit that the de fircto complainants in the above crimes have madle
enquiries with the revenue oflicials in respect of natre of land. Even
in the complaint dated 03.10.2020 in Crime MNo415 of 2020 uself, the
de fucto complainant has staled that he has made enquiries with the
revenue officials with regard to the land. Accused Mel has never
commirted any chiealing or criminal breach of trust as alleged by the

de facto complainants in the above crimes

13, The learned senior counsel would Turther submit that the
police have already taken <ustody of accused WNo.l, hushand of the
petihioner herewn, on 23112020, and costodial interrogation ol
accused Mool was over.  The police did not seek tor any extension ol
custodial interropation of accused No. 1. The Investigating CHfcer has
completed the entire investigation, The e facte complainants have
lalsely implicated the petitioner and her hushand in the aforessid
crimes. The husband of the petitioner has purchased the land ad
measuring 2783 square vards in Survey Nod63 vide registered sale

deed bearing document No 40164 of 2018, dated 20.11.2018 lrom

15
vindor. Thereatter, he has execured AGPA vide document Mo 40008

of 2019 in favour of accused No.2 in respect of the very same land
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nature. The petitioner did not commit any allence axs al

eged by the
de facto complainents in all the crimes. The police have arrested
accused Nol, husband of the petitioner and Mr. Pradeep Choudhary
in the said crimes on 27.10.2020. This Court has granted regular bails
wr them on certain conditions, The petitioner herein is 2 woman and
she will abide by the conditions that would be imposed by this Court
und would co-operate with the Investigating Officer in completion of

IV esHEaron,

4, With the above said contentions. the learned senior counsel
sought to grant anticipatory bail 1o the petitioner in all the said crimes

by Imposing cerlain conditions.

COMMON  SUBMISSIONS ANADE - BY  TIHE LEARNED
PUBLIC PROSECUTOR:

5. On the other hand, the lcarmgd Public Prosccutor, on
tnstructions, would submmit that the petitioner and her husband have
cheated the de facro complainants i all the crimes by showing the
land in Survey WNod48 as if it Is situated n Survey No.d52 of Chitkul
villaze, The land m Swrvey No4d4d s Government land,  Accused

Nes. | and 2 have sold the land to the de facte complainant which was
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alpeady sobd, Thus, there is double registratan of the very same land,
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The petitioner and  her hushand  along with other accuscd 10

ser have cheated the de foacta complainants o

connivance with cach ot

the above cTimes,

|, The leamed Public Prosecuter would further submit that
there are several aspects to be investigated into by the Investigating
OMficer including the aspect as o whether the subject land is 10 Survey
o443 or in Survey No.d52. The lovestigating Officer has o collect
documaents from the Revenue Oflicials, Investigation is pending. The
petitioner and her hushand are influential persons and there 13 every
passibility  of  fampering  the  evidence  and  interfering with
tvestigatron,  There are specifllc everl acls against the petitionery

herein.

17, With the said sulmmssions, the learmed Pubiic I'rosecutor
sought to dismiss the antcipatory bail applications of the petitioner in

all the ahove crimes,

CONSIDERATION OF THE COURT.:

13 From the above submissions, the allegation against the
petitioner and her hushand in the above crimes is that they have solg
the land in Survey No 448 showing that it is located in Survey No432
of Chitkul village. They have received an amount of Rs. 167 Crores
through cash and an amount of Rs.40.00 lakhs through chegues. The

petitioner and her hushand n collusion with other accused have sold
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=U20, In the complaint dated W08 2020 in Crime No 344 af 2020
the de o con plainant has alleped that cecused have respassed into

|l |ar 2EA8.2020 and she o :
er land on UR 2020 and she came to konuw abonl the erimingl

e IT N AT Al il i
(respass on JR082020, U 75 a matter o be fovestisated by the

Imvestizuting OMeer,

L9 Whether the land sold to de faers complamant 'n Crime
No LS ol 2020 is in Survey No 448 or in Survey No.d32 is alse a luct
1o be investipated by the Investigating Olficer. As subrmined by the
learned Public Prosceutor, the lnvesugatng Officer has to collect
evidence ingluding documentary evidence fraom the Revenue OlTicials,

and have to examine them,

20, On perusal of the record would reveal thal the petitioner
herein through her AGPA with possession Tholder, accused No.l in
crune Nogld of 2020, has execuled a sale deed hearing documens

3379 of 2020 dared 29002020 in favour of the oe froi
complamant 1 Crine NogLlSs of 20200 The schecule of propertw
moentioned in the said document as follesws:

“All that ]'.-icc-.' of open land 1 5w Nod32 admeasuning 16,39 guntas
or 198333 square yards out of open total land adimeasuring 21,78

suntas or 2635 syuare yards as shown in the plan annexed therete
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Ihe total sdale consideralion receved

situpted at Chitkur vitlage

<hawn L the said docwnent 15 25 15,87 OG-
T itioner berein has claime he has purchased Lthe said
[he petitioner berein has claimed that she has pu X
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properly under a registered gale deed document Wo, 17905 ol 2018,
dated 14052018, The deserintion of the said property itsell discloses
e conduct of the petitioner and other accused. [ cannol be 1639
guntas or [983.33 square yards and if also cannot be 2105 guatas or
2635 square vards. 1L cannot be 78 guntas, The very description of
the property itself is not proper. The petitioner here is claiming thit
she purchased the said land through & registered sale deed by paving
hugs amounl lowards sale consideration withoul mentioning the

exient erg, proparly.

21. However, it is relevant to note that the pentioner herein 1s
claiming thal she is the owner ol the above said property and has
executed an Agreement of Sale - cum - General Power of Aftorney
with possession bearng document No 53579 of 2009 in favour of
accuscd No2 e, T Pradeep Choudary, Thus, she has executed the
abhove said document in favour of the sard . Pradeep Choudary, who
in tum sold the said properry 1o the de focfe complatnant in Crime
Mo 4Ls of 2020, In vicw of the same, the contention nf the leamed
senier counscl that the petitioner herein s neither o purchaser nor a

scller of any of the extent ol the land is invorrect,

22 There are specitic allegations againsl Lhe petittoner and her

tiusband moall the above said crinnes. They have received an amount

-
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Cocument Noo136 of 2020 and in tacl, the said land has already sold to

Mrs. Vilaya Lakshmi, The said land was also converted into plots and

s in the venlure of Mrs, Vijava Lakshmi. There are serious
allegations against the petitioner and her husband that they have made
the de facte complainam 1o believe thar the land s having clear title
and sold the same w the de fircen complainant by receiving the above
sawd amount. The petitioner and her husbard and others have shawn
created documents and made the de facre complaimant 1o beheve tha
the Jand is in Survey No.452 of Chitkul village, and in face the said
land 15 located in Survey No 448, which is a Govemment Jand, There
Is serious allegation of threatemng of the de facto complainant with

dire consequences.

23. Similar allegations were made by the de facto complainant
in Crime No34Y of 20200 1o the said crime, the petifioner’s mother-
in-law, i.e., Smt. K, Swarnalatha has executed a sale deed in favour of
the petilioner o an extent of Ac.1.02 guntss in Survey o431 vide
decament No, | 7905 of 2008 duted 09052018 and on the strength of
the said document, the pettioner heremn has executed Agreement ol
Sale - eurn - Ceneral Power of Attemey in lavour of accused Mo.2
e Jasti Pradeep Choudary, o an extent of 21.78 guntas or 2633
square yards in Survey Ned32 of Chitkul village vide document

N 3379 o 2020, They have created a false lay out copy, lad plots in
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Ir. Vijaw b and sold
(hat venture, which was already cald to Mr. Vijuya Lakshmi and s

104 square yards to the de facro complainant 1.e. Konda shiva Raj

5 i A e e ﬂ.l. e
vide document No.17607 of 2020 by receiving Rs.0.00 lakhs towards
sale consideration znd also sold another LM square yards Lo Mr. B,

Yadaich vide document No.19084 of 2020 by receiving Rs.9.00 lakhs

lrom him, Thus, the petitioner hesein and other aecused have not only

cheated. There are serious allegations against the petitioner herein o

crime Mo, 3449 of 2020,

2 Tn Came No.494 of 2020 also there are similar allegatons

against the petitioner and her husband and her mother-m-law, whe are
also accused in the said erime with regard to land in Survey Nod33 of
Chitkul village. The details of documents, survey number, extent of
land and sellers names bave been specifically mentioned in the
complaint dated 07.11.2020 in a tubular form. The peliticner and
other accused have received an amount of Rs, [9.00 Takhs from the de
facto complainant and his brother and sold 2760 square vards of land.
The husband of the petitioner has ssued receipts i proof ol receipt ol
the said amount, The swd receipts were written by accused No.5.
The said land was converted inte plots whicl are in the venlure of
Brs. Vijuwva Lukshmi.  The petiioner and others have issued two
cheques for Rs, 10000 lakhs which were dishonoured. Thus, they have
chealed the de facro complzinant and others and there is serious
allegation of threatening of the de fucrn complainant aganst the

pettioner and her hushand,
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She kas executed a reojy '
@ CAeCuied a registered document in favour of sccused No.2 5 d
iz =l PMLE 2 ]
received the above sa
¢ the above said fuge amounts from (he complainanis ¢
i R
victims, Investization is pend 15
estigation is pending, This Court granted regular bails to
the hushan ! otit
ushand of the petitioner and M. Tasti Pradeep Choudary. byt not
anticipatory hail,

26, Considering the said aspec s |
Atdering the said aspects, this Court js not inclined to

TNt antic v bail ko TILener i '
i Clpatory bail 1o the petitioner herein, Accordingly, all the

Criminal Petitions are dismissed,
As a sequel, miscellanesus pettlions, if any, pending in the

above criminad petitions shall stand closed,

Sdi-B.SATYAVATHI

ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

ITRUE COPY/ o
SECTION OFFICER
To,
1. The First Class Magistrate Special Maobile Courl. at Sangareddy,
2, The Station House Officer, Palancheru Police Station, Sangareddy Districl
3. Tweo CCs to the Public Prosecutor, High Court for the Stale of Telangana, at

Hyderabad [OLT]
4. DOne CC to S Koteswara Rao Mummaneni, Advocate [OPUC]
5. Two CD Copies

rARK

i .-""*-\__'—-"-r-ﬂ.
: ".I
I -



HIGH COURT
KLJ

DATED:07/12/2020

COMMON ORDER

CRLP.No.6069, 6074 and 6081 of 2020

DISMISSING THE CRIMINAL PETITIONS




