
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAO

TUESDAY, THE THIRTIETH DAY OF JUNE
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE JUSTICE G SRI DEVI

Between:

Syed lmran, S/o.Syed Karimula,
...PETITIONER/ ACCUSED.2

AND

The State of Telangana, Rep.by Public Prosecutor, High Court of Judicature of
Hyderabad, Hyderabad.

RESPONDENT/ RESPONDENT

Petition under Section 438 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances stated

in the l\/emorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may be pleased

to release the petitioner/ Accused No.2 on anticipatory bail in the event of their arrest

in F.l.R. No.208 of 2020 SHO Jeedimetla.

This Petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Memorandum of

Grounds of Criminal Petition and upon hearing the arguments of

Sri.R.RAIr/AKRISHNA, Advocate for the Petitioner and of the Additional Public

Prosecutor (TG) on behalf of the Respondent.

CRIMINAL PETITION NO: 2627 OF 2020

The Court made the following: ORDER



THE HONOURABLE JUSTICE G. SRI DEV

(.RlMlNAL PETITION No.2627 of 7020

ORDER:

The pre:sent CriminaI Petition under Section 4: 8 cf the Code

of Criminai P'ocedure, 1973, is fited by the petition:r/r\-2 seeking

to grant anti:ipatory bait in the event of his arrest in connection

with Crime No.208 of 7020 of Jeedimetla Prtice Station,

Cyberabad, urhich was registered for the offences purishable under

Section 307 read with Section 34 of l.P.C.

Heard the tearned counsel appearir g for the

petitioner, [r:arned Additionat Pubtic Prosecutor apl)earing for the

respondent-State and perused the record.

Learned counset for the petitioner woutd srrbmit that the

injuries sustained by the son of the de /octo compt.rinernt are very

simpte in nature and as such the offence under ;ection 307 of

l.P.C. woutd not attract. He also submits that A-3, who stands on

the same foottng as that of the petitioner, ha: atready been

granted anticipatory bait. He further submits that the letitioner is

ready to abide by any conditions that may be imposed in the event

of his entargenent on anticipatory bait.

Learned Public Prosecutor opposed to grant enticipatory bait

to the petitioner.

As seen from the contents of F.l.R., the e ,1re specific

altegations agarnst the petitioner that when the son of t.he de focto
comptainant and A_1 were arguing with each oth(r, :he present



2

petitioner has assaulted and infticted injuries on the shoulders and

head of the son of the de /octo complainant and thereafter fted

away from the place of occurrence. Thus, looking into the nature

of attegations teveted against the petitioner/A-2 and the gravity of

the offence, lam not inctined to retease the petitionerlA-2 on

anticipatory bait and accordingty, the prayer for grant of

anticipatory baiI is rejected. However, the petitionerIA-2 ls

directed to surrender before the Court concerned within a period

of one month from today and fite an apptication for bait before the

Court concerned after giving prior notice to the Pubtic Prosecutor

concerned, in which event, the same can be disposed of in

accordance with taw.

Accordingty, the Criminal Petition is disposed of . \
\

Sd/-K.AMIVAJI

,TRUE COPY' ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

sEC#N oFFtcER
The XXI lvletropolitan N/aqistrate, at lvledchal, Cyberabad, RR District.
The Station House Officei. Jeedimeila poliie St'aiion]tyberabad.
Two ccs to Pubtic prosecitor, High-C;urt ;J T"rfr!".r','"t Hydeiabad (oUT)
One cc to Sri R.Rama Krishna, Advocate (OPUC) "
Two CD Copies
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HIGH COURT

DATED:30/06/2020

ORDER

CRLP.No.2627 of 20:20

FJ

=-\
LQF it --(

ec
i-

$$N
$c

o
2_

a

,r iYHy.
'l

'/

\j
Disposing the Crl.P.

\

{ )-t)

v

4

@


