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Apart from this, the Deputy Superintendent of Police placed reliance in his |
affidavit on informantion in writing tendered by the Chief Executive Officer on
R¢-Ro.R0%y to the policewherein he has raised an apprehension that a Union of the
employees functioning at Zilla Parishad, is likely to tender a complaint against him |
under the Atrocities Act. The apprehension was expressed in a complaint by the Chief |
Executive Officer on R¢Ro.30ky few days before lodging of the complaint by the !
applicant. It is stated in the application tendered tgo the Dist.Collector Nanded, by the |
Chief Executive Officer on &.R.30%% that the Teachers Union has continued agitations |

Parmeshwar Gonare is the Ieader of the employees, who has raised slogans in the ﬂ'
meeting dated 5{?.20.?021\, 2¢.20.3084, R&.R0.30%4% & 3¢.20.24 and has also expressed his ;’
intention tyo lodge complaint against the respondent No.3 Chief Executive Officer, |
implicating him in a crime under the Atrocities Act. A compact disk of the recording of :
the proceedings of the meeting wherein threats were extended 1s presented to the police |
authorities. Tt thus appears that the lodging of the complaint at the instance of the
applicant was a part of the conspiracy/design by those who were apposed to the |
continuance of the respondent no. 3 as a Chief Executive Officer. The learned |
sessions Judge was, therefore, justified in refusing to take congnizance of the
application and refusing further investigation in the matter by the police authorities.
The respondent no.3 Chief Executive Officer, is wieldidng control over the affairs of |
the Zilla Parishad, and is the highest executive authority of the local self Government. |
It prima facie appears that in order to pressurize the Chief Executive Officer to accept |
the demands of ther employees, he is tried to be implicated in the crime. Apart from ﬂ
this, it cannot be forgotten that the respondent no.} Chief Executive Officer had ¢
expressed such as apprehension few days before lodging of the application by the
applicant.  Besides this, the witnesses cited in the complaint themselves are not
supporting her claim. ’
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Considering the affidavit of the investigation officer, we do not deem it
necessary to cause interference u/s 482 of the code of criminal procedure, 1973. The
application/complaint presented by the applicant itself is mala fide and it has been ‘
borne out after the investigation that there is no substance in the complaint. A
reasonable inference can be drawn that the applicant is abusing the process of the court .
and moving the police machinery with a view to meet her oblique motive and ‘
objectives. While dismissing the instant criminal application, we direct the




applicant to pay costs of Rs, 10,000/~ to the respondent No.2 with in a period of
four weeks from today. The criminal application is rejected.
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