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attend this court on the said date without fail.
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; Jeed1pally Ram Kumal 5

kaapally Vl

. By SathyaNaIayan

S Sanjeeva
: _“'.S/o Klstalah Aged 57 yrs

_Uegwel (Vlg & M al) of Medak Dist

SharrmpetMandal of RR Dist

st
Occus Busmess AR/ Plot No.. 180/A,.:
Old Vasav1 Naoar arkhana Sec-bad

Slo Narsai'ah, A
Occu : Business, R/0 .,mkapally Vlg,
Sh@mupet,_Mandal RR Dist -




‘Vc‘ndee; ~K. Rushendra:Babu SloK. Yellaiah

Ex P13
Sale deed Doc. No. 3215 .0f 1982

Dated 14 06.1982
Vendor + Vijayapal Reddy: S/o PapiReddy

Vendee — Pulaknati Mangayamma W/o P. Vénkate_:{

Rami Reddy

- [ AC2.00gts

ExPI4 |

Sale deed - Doc. No. 3216 of 1982
Dated 14.06.1982
Vendof —Vijayapal Reddy S/oPapiReddy -

bVende.e' ~ T. Devika Gopal W/o T. Goi;al

- Ac. 200 ats

Ex P15

Saledeed - Doc. No. 3217 of 1982

Dated 14'06 1982

Vendor Vgayapal Reddy S/o.Papi Reddy
Vendeew— B. Vijay Lathl W/o B. Vijay Kumap

Ac. 1 .00gts

EX P 6 :

Sale deed - Doc. No. 3219 of 1982

Dated 14 06.1982

Vendor = Vijayapal Reddy S/o Papi:Reddy
Vendes — Vijay Ramkrishna W/o Ramalrishna

Ac. 1.00gts

ExP17

Sale deed - Doc. No. 3598 of 1982

Dated 06.07.1982

Vendor — Vijayapal Reddy S/o Papi Reddy
Vendee ~M.R. Raghuram S/o Rammhandra

Ac.1.00 gts

: ExXPI8 ¢

Sale deed Doc. No. 3902 of 1982

Dated 05 08.1982 ° .
Vendor —Vijayapal Reddy S/o Papi Reddy
Vendee Chehmalla Pratibha D/o Narsing Rao:.

Ae.1.00 gts

Ex P19

Sale dc;e_vd" - Doc. No. 3907 of 1982

Dated 05.08.1982

Vendor ~ Vijaypal Reddy S/o Papi Reddy
Vendee - Nalamada Vikram S/o;NarenderReddy

Aec. 1.00:gts

ExP20 -

Sale deed Doc. No. 3908 of 1982
Dated 03 0s. 1982

Vendor ,—--Vl_] aypal Reddy S/o Papi Reddy
Vcndee =C, Prasanna D/o C. Narsmcr Rae

Ac.1.00 ats

LI-O.

EX P29 ‘o

| Ac0.08 g




R Td ;_,__k\ﬁgg\_

:fSale deed Doc No 5771 of 1989
‘Dated 31 07 1989

Vendor Vijaypal Reddy S/o Papl Ruddy : : - }

Vendeex— R Abhinandan Reddy Slo Upender Reddy S

1. |BxP2l, | Ac. 100t
Saledeed - Doc. No. 3220-0f 1982 '

:Dated 14 06.1982 .

Vendor-— Vidya Sagar Reddy S/o Papi Reddy( as

per thc ﬁrst page of the sale deed )

V1Jayapa1 ‘Reddy S/o Papl Reddy (as per ! the :

’Schedule Property) -

Vendee -—K Raju S/o K. Shanmuga.m .
K. Shiva Kumar S/o K. Shanmugam -

Total | [ Ac 13:08 gts

M.R. Raghu Ram Who is owner of Ac. 1.00: gts yide Doc. No 3598 of 1982 Dated 06.07. 1982
further sold the| land to R. Abhinandan:Reddy,: V1de Doc No. 5254 of 1995, by which R.
Abhmandan Reddy became the owner of land'measuting A 1 08 gts iom 1995 onwards.

‘Detaﬂs ‘of the: exhxblts of Pahanis. for ‘Sy.. No. 50: smlated at Murahanpally L& Ex P26 for the

purpese of this: petltlon are as below:

%0

Year Nélgncs of Patteaar and extent of land g
1981-1992 V1Jaya gopal Reddy Aé 12,08 gts
1997-1998 | 'R/ Abhinandan Reddy —Ac: 1.08 gts
To Vgay Ramnakrlshna - Ac. 1.00 gts
2003-2004 | Vijaya Lakshmi. Ac. 1:00 gts-
T Devalki Gopal Ac. 2.00 gts
C Prasanna. Ac. 1.00 gts
G P:aﬁbha Ac. 1.00 gts
N, Vikeam Ac. 1,00 gts
Rushender Babu Ac.2.00 gfs
.P.Maﬁgayélnma. Ac. 2.00 gts
Q) ; 3 ; Total = Ac. 12. 08 gts .
20052006 | R. Abhmandan Reddy . .Agc: 108 gts )
- Vljay Ramnakrishna - Ac. 1.00 Or’ts :
Vijaya Lakshmi. Ac. 1.00:gts
: 'T.:"Devaki Gopal Ac. 2.00 gts
€. ix]P.rasann‘a ‘Ac. 1:00:gts
C. Pratlbha Ac,l‘;OO:gfs :
N, Vikram Ac, 100gss
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K. Rajshekar. Ac 200 g
| A.Rajndra Prasad. Ac: 1.00 gts

i ., Total = Ac. 13:08-gfs

.2008-200,9' . name of different pattedars When added: s, requal o Ac 13..0_8. ‘gtsifor each year /

2007-2008 - On perusal of Pahanis for these years T.he total extent of land in:Sy. No. 50 in the ’

2011-2012 | for each different pahani.
2013-2014 , , : : :
2015-2016 ' ; :

From the above table with 1ega1d to extracts.of Pahanis, Vljayapal Reddy is: shown as-the pattedar
to the total extent of land which is Ac. 12.08. gtsiin' Sy .No. 50, ati sﬁua{ced at-Murahipally. As noted
above via Ex PlZ to 21 and Ex P29 the total extent of land in Sy No50:has been sold by
V1JayPa1 Reddy to idifferent vendors. However, names: of these vendors started to reflect in the
Pahanis only from the year 1993-1994. Pahanis for the years 1997 to 2004 reﬂects names of all

| the vendors and total extent of land to which: they are pattedars adds up to Ac 12108 gts which is

the actual extent: Q,f land in Sy No 50 and owned by Vljaypal Reddv

P.ahani:-'fo'r the_.-year:zr‘ZOO.5-2'_0'(.)64"for the ;a‘borze imentioned land, m a‘cifdﬁién;itféi;the earlier pattedars,
also shows A. Rajendra Prasad as one of:'the pattedar for. an extent of Ac. 1.00 - gts. With the
addition of this new pattedar the total extent of land-:is.'addin_g;»up-to toAc 13.08 gts, which is one
acre more than the ia‘ctual extent of land in the Sy. No.:50. i. é 12.08 h’ts Similarly i the pahanis :
for the years 2007- 2106, too the total extent. of land i the names of dlfferent pattedars is-adding
upto Ac. 13:08 g’r:s It is ev1dent that this extra one acre of land is? shown after -addition of-A.
Rajendra Prasad; who bought the land from P. Venkat: Reddy who in turn-purchased it from K.
Raju and'K.: Shlva Kumar who purchased it from P. Vuay Pal Reddy as per the Paham record in

Sy No 50 of Murahanpally, via Bx. P 21.

Further a perusal pf Ex. P21, ‘would reveal that in the first page the vendor is shown as P.Vidya
Sagar Reddy S/o Pap1 Reddy, who is the owner of'and possessor of agrlcultural land admeasuring
22 acre.and 4 guntas in S. Nos. 51, (part), 52, 23-& 25 and that be has offered'to sell One Acre of
land ﬁom Ss Nos 52 :However in the subsequentpages of Ex P21 the Vendm Tame is P. Vl_]aypal
Reddy and the. land offers to be sold is one acre is-in Sy No. 50 Further Vijaypal Reddy was one
of the attesting w1tness to this documert, Therefore prima fa(:le it 1s clear that, both Vijaypal
Reddy and Vrdya Sagar Reddy have deliberately executed a sale deed which: they: Know i is illegal

and-can not be: enf01 ded. Further once this fraud was pointed out by the defac,to ~complainant, both

Vidya Sagar Reddy and Vijaypal Reddy have-_made a sham attempt undo the1r illegal act in the

form of a Recuﬁca’aon deed dated 12™ May, 2008, Whlch is Bx: P25. By the. deed of th
recnﬁca‘aon ‘the duo Vidya Sagar. Reddy: and: V1Jay Pali Reddy, have stated thatthe Vendor in-the

, ﬁxst pageofEx. P21 should be Vijaypal reddy and:not Vldya Sagar Reddy And the correct Sy. No

should 50:and not 52, therefore the name of Vijaypal Reddy should be added inthe first page of -
Ex P21'in addmon to the name of Vidya Sagar Reddy, and that Sy.*No 50-shiauld be added as

well. Through °thls deed of rectlﬁcauon 1t ,Was once ‘again; conﬁrmsdrhat thie: subJect tnatter Tand

of Ex P 271418 fhm‘ ofSv Na 50 Tthnf were ﬂma racathic Am:ﬂ n-Frnnhﬁnohpm wxrmnld mint lvaxra anys
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effect of undomg thefraud -committed by them, as'by the date of thi
'by the -date of deed of

Reddy ‘has no land ito convey to the Vendee of Ex; PZI bec (
rectification the total extent in Sy. No. 50 that is-Ac. 12. 08 g’cs has aheady been sold to different

vendees. This i is also clear from the two-table given above. In V1ew of: the satme:itis very clear that
that this deed of rectification was deliberate attempt to mduce the: defacto complainant to enter

into a'sham sale deed’ without there being anyland'to -be,.conyqycd to;@gfacto..c_omplamant.

Therefore from the above it is clear that both Vijaypal ‘Reﬁd'y and Vidya Sagar Reddy have
intentionally: enteled into a blatantly fraudulent sale deed i.e EX P21 and further created another
sham deed of rectlﬁcatlon despite knowing that there Was no land: 1;0 be conveyed . hence it is
ev1dent that dced of f rectification was made only with the mtentlon to indirce innoecent buyers to
enter. into- sale deed for land that does not exist: physmally! These: {-"dehbexate acts are offence

pumshable under Sectlon 420 468, 471 of IPC makmg them hable to! be tried:before a competent

court.

6. Itis submitted that: the. n’on-ﬁling of this application eairﬁ’er is neithér willful nor wanton as the
complicity of the proposed accueed only came to surface When the PWZ deposed before the court

about the illegal acts of the proposed accused; hence this apphcatloms JS being preferred now.

7. Itis suBmittedsthht no prejudice will be caused to the respOndénts/accus.cd; but on the other hand,
it will pave Way for adjudication of the case against all the accused, thus avoiding multiple

htlgatlons and umlecessary delay.
3. It is 'submittea“th;t this Hon‘ble Court has ample ;powers:as ~¢11eld B}.'z'ﬂleConstitution Bench of
Supreme Court-ofi India in Hardeep Singh Vs State of Ha%yana reported as ,(2014) 1 SCC(Cri)

236, and confirmed: by another Constitution Bench of the: Supleme Corut in Sukhpal Szngh haira
vs. State of. Pun]ab reported as 2022 Livelaw SC 1009 to allow 'fhlS apphcatlon g

It is therefore prayed-tfiatf-this Hon’ble court be pleased to summ,_ofa the prgé)posed respondents/Accused

Medchal ',' \}(}

06.04.2023 Y : : : Af_'ssistantiPl_iblic Prosecutor

and try the above case agairist them also, in the interest of justice.
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‘Crl.M.P.No. of 2023

coNe. | . of2016

Between: e
Thfe;%‘State o’f'Te!ahgé{nE{a B g 7
: : . Petitioner/.Complainant. < -

AND

w‘ gl UppalaSndhar &others

5

Eiled on: 06-04-2023 .

Filed'by: Assistant Public Pro;
0




