
THE HONOURABLE JUSTI CE G. SRI  DEVI   

CRI MI NAL PETI TI ON No . 3 5 4 0  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 ioners/ A.3 to A.7, A.10, A12, A.13 

and A.17, for grant  of ant icipatory bail in Crim e No.132 of 2018 of 

Mavala Police Stat ion, Adilabad, registered for the offences punishable 

under Sect ions 403, 409 and 420 of I PC. 

 

2.  Heard learned counsel for the pet it ioners/ A.3 to A.7, A.10, 

A12, A.13 and A.17, learned Addit ional Public Prosecutor appearing for 

the respondent / State and perused the record.  

 

3.  The case of prosecut ion, in br ief, is that  the office of the 

Dist r ict  Manager TSREDCO, Adilabad, was established in the year 1987-

88, which is funct ioning under the cont rol of Head Office, i.e., VC & 

Managing Director, TSREDCO Lim ited, Hyderabad.  The Dist r ict  Office at  

Adilabad was ent rusted with the work of im plem entat ion of the schem e 

of the Nat ional Biogas and Manure Managem ent  Program m e (NBMMP) 

as per the guidelines issued for the installat ion of the household Biogas 

plants on giving subsidy at  Rs.11,000/ -  for the beneficiar ies belonging 

to SC, ST and at  Rs.9,000/ -  for others in the erstwhile Adilabad Dist r ict  

through the Biogas developm ent  agency/ self em ployed workers.  The 

Dist r ict  Manager (A.1)  has to im plem ent  the schem e.  A.1 colluded with 

A.2/ the then Assistant  Field Officer and engaged A.3 to A.17 in the work 

of const ruct ion of Biogas plants to the selected beneficiar ies. A.3 to A.17 

furnished inform at ion to A.1 regarding com plet ion of work. During Audit  

officials, they find out  that  out  of 1231 Biogas plants, only 29 plants 

were const ructed in full shape and 1202 Biogas plants were not  
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const ructed, but  the cost  of plants subsidy am ount  of Rs.1,14,18,000/ -  

were paid to A.3 to A.17. 

 

4. Learned counsel for the pet it ioners would subm it  that  with 

an intent ion to harass the pet it ioners, the de facto com plainant  hatched 

a plan and m ade a false com plaint  against  them .  The pet it ioners are no 

way connected with the alleged offences.  Hence, he prayed to grant  

ant icipatory bail to the pet it ioners.  

 

5.  Learned Addit ional Public Prosecutor represent ing the 

respondent -State opposed to grant  bail to the pet it ioners and prayed to 

dism iss the pet it ion. 

 

6.  The m aterial placed on record shows that  the pet it ioners 

having received the am ounts, failed to const ruct  the biogas plants as 

required in term s of the scheme.  This itself shows the m alafide 

intent ion of the pet it ioners to usurp the public m oney.  The schem e is 

m eant  for the benefit  of the public at  large.  Hence, the pet it ioners have 

com m it ted fraud and m isappropriated the public m oney.  Therefore, 

they are not  ent it led for ant icipatory bail.  

 

7. Accordingly, the Crim inal Pet it ion is dism issed.  However, if 

the pet it ioners/ A.3 to A.7, A.10, A12, A.13 and A.17 surrender before 

the Court  below concerned and m ove an applicat ion for regular bail,  

after giving pr ior not ice to the Public Prosecutor concerned, the sam e 

m ay be considered in accordance with law.  

 

 ___________________ 

JUSTI CE G. SRI  DEVI  

08.07.2019 

ssp 


