IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

TUESDAY, THE TWELFTH DAY OF JULY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE Dr. JUSTICE CHILLAKUR SUMALATHA

CRIMINAL PETITION NQ: 2399 OF 2021

Betweon:

1. Meesa Chalapathi Rao, S/o. Seetharamaiah, Age. 50 years, Occ., Agriculture,
Rfo. Bodulabanda Village, Nelakondapally Mandal, Khammam District.

2. Meesa Padmavathi, Wio.Chalapathl, Age. 45 years, Occ. House wife,
Fin.Bodulabanda Village, Nelakondapally Mandal, Khammam District.

+PETITIONERS/ACCUSED No.1 & 2
AND

1. The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Public Prosecutor, High Court,
Hyderabad.

2. Shapashetli Venkata Sainadh, Sfo.. Rajagopala Rao (Late), 64 years, Occ.
Rid Employee, Rio. Bodulabanda Village, Nelakondapally Mandal, Khammam
District.

...RESPONDENTS/COMPLAINANT

Petition under Seclion 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances
gtatad in tha Memorandum of Grounds of Crminal Petition. the High Court may be
pleased to quash the proceedings in C.C.No.663 of 2019 on the file of Judicial
First Class Magistrate (Special Mobile Court), Khammam for the alleged offence
LWiSec. 417, 420, 294(b), 506 riw 34 | P.C.

LA NO: 1 OF 2021

Pelition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C prayving that in the circumstances
statad in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Peatition, the High Court may be
pleased to stay all further proceedings in C.C.No. 663 of 2019 an the file of the
Judicial First Class Magistrate (Special Mobile Court). Khammam against the
Petitionars/Accused Mo, 1 and 2 including their appearance, pending disposal of

the above criminal petition.



This Petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Memorandum of
Grounds of Criminal Petition and upon hearing the arguments of Smt. Annapurna
Srocram, Advocate tor the Patitionar and the Public Progecutor on behalf of the

Fespondent Mo.1 and of Sri Rama Sharma susarla, Advocate far the Respondent
MNo.2.

The Court made the following: ORDER



HON’ELE DR. JUSTICE CHILLAKUR SUMALATHA

CRIMINAL PETITION No.239% of 2021

ORDER:

Frojecting that the proceedings commenced agdinst
the petitioners through C.C.No.663 of 2019 by the Court of
Judicial Magistrale of First Class (Special Mahile Coart),
Khammam is unjustifiable and thereby, secking to quash

the said proceedings, the present Criminal Petition is fied,

2. Heard the submission of learned counsel for ihe
petitioners, the learned Assistant Public Proseeutor whe is
representing respondent No.i and the learned counsel

appearing for respondent No, 2,

E i Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that
basing on a trivial issue, a false case was foisted against
the petitioners and indeed, there exists a civil dispule
between the petitioners and the defuacto complainant and
the said civil dispute culminaied into ini_l_iatiun of criminasl
proceedings against the petitioners and therefore, the said

criminal procecdings are lable to be gquashed.
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4. The submission of the learned  Assistant Public
Prosecutor, in this regard, is that as per the mvestigation
done, the petiioners have committed offences punishable
under Sectiuns 417, 420, 294{b) and 506 read with Section
34 [IPC and therefore, charge sheet is laid and thus, an

order to quash the procecdings cannot be granted,

5.  The contention of the learned counsel for the
unofficial respondent 1.e., the defactn com plainant is that
no doubt, the transactions between the petitioners and the
defacto complainant are civil in nature, but on the date of
the incident, both the petitioners  abused the defactn
complainant and his wife in Lnpatliamentary language and
threatened them. Learned counsel also stated that the
petitioners cheated the defactn com plamnant by giving false
statement with regard to the extent of house they agreed to
sell and therefore, the guilt of the petitioners would be
eslablished during the course of teal by all the withosses

who would be examined meluding the defactn complainant,

9. A perusal of the charge sheet in question reves]s that

the potitioners and the defacto complainant, whao is
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respandent No.2 herein, arce residents of Bodulabanda
Village, Nelakondapally Mandal, Khammam District, The
petitioners agreed o sell their house 0 respondent No.2.
An aprecment ol sale was entered nto. The petitioners
informed respondent No.2 that the extent of house to be
sold is five cents. But, when the house was got measured,
il was found that the extent is only [our and half cents,
Further, the petitioners failed to hand over the house tax
receipts and link documents w the defacto complainant.
On 23.7.2019, when respondent No2 and his  wifc
approached the petitioners and requested them to give
house tax receipts and link documents and to attend the
Registrar’s office to register the properly in their name,
both the petitioners abused respondent No.2 and his wife

in filthy lanpuage and threatened them.

T Thus, the version of respondent No.2 is thal he was
cheated by misrepresenting with regard to the extent of
house thal Lhe poutioners’ possess and in spite of taking

money, the peUdoners failed to register the property and
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further, when requested, himself and his wife were abused

and threatcned by the petitioners,

8  MNo doubt, as rghtly contended by the learned
counsel for the petitioners, the transaction is civil in
naturc. However, the conlention of respondent No.2 is thar
he was cheated by the petitioners stating that the extent ol
house they possess is five cents, though the actual extent
is four and hall cents only and the petitioners failed Lo
come [orward to register lhe house despite receiving the
ecntire sale consideration and further, when guestioned, the

setitioners threatened and abused him and his wife.
I

4, Having regard to the allegations levelled thus, it
cannot be held that no provisions of criminal law atiracts
the alleped acts of the petitioners and that the charge sheet
is liable to be quashed as the same is based on a cwil
dispute. This Court does not find any grounds much less
justifiable grounds to quash the procecdings, The guilt or
otherwise ol the petitioners has to be decided by the trial

Court basing on the evidence that is produced by the
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prozecution. Therefore, this Court holds that this Criminal

Petition lacks ments.
10,  Resultantly, the Criminal Petition is dismissed.

11. As a sequcl, pending miscellaneous applications,

if any, shall stand closed.

SD/-N. RAJA GOPAL
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

Cp
SECTION OFFICER

IIMRUE COPYI!

1. The Judicial First Class Magistrate (Special Mobile) at Khammam. .

2. The Station House Officer, Nelakondapalli Police Station, Khammam District.

3. One CC to Smt. Annapurna Sreeram, Advocate [OPUC]

4. Two CCs lo the Public Prosecutor, High Court for the State of Telangana at
Hyderabad. [OUT]

£, Two CD Copies
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HIGH COURT

DATED: 12/07/2022

ORDER

CRL.P.N0.2399 of 2021

DISMISSING THE CRIMINAL PETITION
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