
R/CR.MA/19149/2026(GJHC240613022026)                                                               ORDER DATED: 27/08/2026

IN THE HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT AT AHMEDABAD

R/CRIMINAL MISC.APPLICATION (FOR QUASHING & SET ASIDE
FIR/ORDER) NO.  19149 of 2026

With 
R/CRIMINAL MISC.APPLICATION NO. 19265 of 2026

==========================================================
ARVINDBHAI CHOOTABHAI PATEL & ORS.

 Versus 
STATE OF GUJARAT & ANR.

==========================================================
Appearance:
MR. PR BRAHMBHATT(7005) for the Applicant(s) No. 1,2,3
NIRAJ SHARMA APP for the Respondent(s) No. 1
==========================================================

CORAM:HONOURABLE MRS. JUSTICE M. K. THAKKER
 

Date : 27/08/2026
 

COMMON ORAL ORDER

1. It is submitted by the learned Advocate that there is a family

dispute with regard to the land belonging to the grandmother of

the present Applicant, namely, Diwaliben(deceased), and that, as

per  the  allegations  made  in  the  FIR,  a  false  pedhinama  was

prepared by the original accused No. 1, which was witnessed by

the remaining accused Nos. 2 to 4.

2. Learned Advocate has drawn the attention of this court with

regards to so called forged pedinama wherein, in the column of

heirs of Sanabhai, it is stated that before 30 years, the heirs entry

has  already  been  made  in  the  Revenue  Record.  As  per  the

allegations made in the FIR, the name of the heirs are not stated

in  the  pedinama  which  has  been  prepared  by  the  present

Applicants who are the indirect heirs of the Diwaliben (deceased).

3. It is submitted that when the applicant has already stated in
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the pedinama that their names are mutated prior  to 30 years,

there is no question of preparing false pedinama as alleged in the

impugned FIR. 

4.  It  is  not  in  dispute  that  the  complainant  and  the  present

Applicant  are  all  indirect  heirs  of  Diwaliben  (deceased).  The

Applicant,  being  accused  No.  1,  had  filed  an  application  for

mutation of his name in the Revenue Record on the basis of the

pedhinama,  which  came  to  be  rejected,  and  thereafter,  the

impugned FIR came to be filed.

5. It  is  submitted  that  there  was  no  forgery  done  by  the

applicant in the pedinama by not reflecting the name of of the

heirs of Sanabhai,  who were already on the record prior  to 30

years.

6. Considering  the  above  submissions,  Issue  Notice,

returnable on 16.09.2026. Learned APP waives service of Notice

on behalf of Respondent State.  Direct service through concerned

police station. 

(M. K. THAKKER,J) 
MMP
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