
THE HON' BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER  

Cr im in a l  Pet i t ion  No .9 9 1  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.1, for grant  of 

ant icipatory bail in Crim e No.134 of 2018 of CCS, DD, Hyderabad 

Dist r ict , registered for the offences punishable under Sect ions 406, 

420 read with 34 of I PC. 

 

2 . Heard the learned counsel for the pet it ioner/ A.1, the learned 

Addit ional Public Prosecutor represent ing the respondent -State and 

perused the record. 

 

3 . The learned counsel for the pet it ioner/ A.1 would contend that  

no am ount  is paid to the pet it ioner/ A.1.  Som e financial 

irregular it ies were com m it ted by the de- facto com plainant  for 

which, a report  was lodged against  him  by one M.Lankayya Babu.  

Pursuant  to the sam e, a case in Crim e No.186 of 2018 on the file of 

Market  Police Stat ion, Hyderabad Dist r ict , for the offences 

punishable under Sect ions 406, 420 & 506 of I PC, was registered 

against  the de- facto com plainant .  I n order to save him self from  

Crim e No.186 of 2018, the present  report  is filed by the de- facto 

com plainant .  I t  is also contended that  there is no t ransfer of 

m oney to the account  of the pet it ioner/ A.1 from  the de- facto 

com plainant  and ult im ately prayed to allow the applicat ion. 

 

4 . On the other hand, the learned Addit ional Public Prosecutor 

would contend that  a total am ount  of Rs.2,44,00,000/ -  was 

t ransferred to the account  of the pet it ioner/ A.1 and his wife, who is 
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A.2 in this case.  The said am ount  was procured by the 

pet it ioner/ A.1 by m aking false prom ises to get  sanct ion of pet rol 

pum p, em ploym ent  etc., and also contended that  the allegat ions 

are grave, m at ter requires thorough invest igat ion and ult im ately 

prayed to dism iss the applicat ion. 

 

5 . I n view of the above r ival content ions, the point  that  ar ises 

for determ inat ion in this Crim inal Pet it ion is whether the request  of 

the pet it ioner/ A.1 can be acceded to? 

 

6 . The pet it ioner herein is A.1 in the subject  cr im e, who is a 

Senior Assistant  in Cent ral Adm inist rat ive Tribunal.  The allegat ions 

are that  this pet it ioner/ A.1, along with the other accused in this 

case, indulged in taking an am ount  of Rs.3,50,000/ -  as loan from  

the de- facto com plainant , repaid Rs.1.50,000/ -  only and failed to 

pay the balance am ount  of Rs.2,00,000/ - .  There are also 

allegat ions that  this pet it ioner/ A.1, along with the other accused, 

received Rs.10,00,000/ -  from  the de- facto com plainant  with a 

prom ise to procure em ploym ent  in I ndian Railways.  There are also 

allegat ions that  this pet it ioner/ A.1, along with his wife (A.2) , 

received am ount  to a tune of Rs.2,44,00,000/ -  in total, on different  

dates, through bank t ransact ions, in order to get  sanct ion of pet rol 

pum p to the de- facto com plainant .  There are details of bank 

account  to which, huge m oney is t ransferred.  There are serious 

allegat ions of fraud, breach of t rust  etc.  The m at ter requires 

thorough invest igat ion.  I t  is too early to determ ine that  this 

pet it ioner/ A.1 did not  receive any m oney from  the de- facto 

com plainant  by resort ing to unlawful m easures.  Under these 
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circum stances, this applicat ion is devoid of m erit  and is liable to be 

dism issed. 

 

7 . 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 

20 th March, 2019 
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