THE HONOURABLE JUSTICE G. SRI DEVI
CRIMINAL PETITION No.6498 of 2019

ORDER:

This Criminal Petition, under Section 438 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure, 1973, is filed by petitioner/A2, seeking to grant
anticipatory bail in Cr.No.450 of 2019 on the file of Panjagutta Police
Station, Hyderabad District, registered for the offences under

Sections 406, 420 read with Section 34 IPC.

2. Heard learned counsel for the petitioner/A2, learned Additional
Public Prosecutor representing the respondent-State and perused

the record.

3. It is alleged in the complaint that on 29.04.2019, when the de-
facto complainant approached Hylesa Sea Foods franchise at
Rajbhavan Road, Somajiguda, the petitioner-A2 had explained about
the business i.e., Hyleso Sea Foods, and asked him to join in the
business, for which, he agreed and paid an amount of Rs.50,000/-
on 29.04.2019; Rs.10,000/- on 30.04.2019 and also Rs.40,000/- on
the date of agreement, dated 30.04.2019, as per which, he took a
shop in Madhapur, on monthly rent of Rs.13,500/- with a security
deposit of Rs.50,000/- and thereafter, the accused has not supplied
any stock and further asked money for interior works, and on
believing their words, the de-facto complainant has paid total amount
of Rs.97,250/- for shop and Rs.2,90,000/- to A2 and to the account

of Hyleso Sea Foods, on various dates. Thereafter, the said office



was closed and the accused fled away with the money, thereby

cheated the de-facto complainant.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner/A2 submits that allegations
in the complaint do not constitute the alleged offences as they are
false and frivolous and that the petitioner/A2 is only an employee of
the Hylesa Sea Foods, working under A1, on monthly salary basis.
He further submits that there is no material to include the petitioner
in the array of the accused, except the oral statement. He further
submits that the petitioner is a law abiding citizen and has
permanent resident at Warangal and there are no criminal
antecedents against him in the past and therefore, the question of
absconding does not arise. He further submits that the petitioner
shall cooperate with the investigating agency and abide by any

condition imposed by this Court.

5. As seen from the contents of the complaint that there are
specific allegations against the petitioner and the other accused that
they induced the de-facto complainant and others to make payments
in Hylesa Sea Foods and collected huge amounts from them and
that no cogent reasons whatsoever have been given by the
petitioner with regard to deposit of the amounts by the de-facto
complainant in the said franchise and the profits, as promised, have
not been given to him. Thus, in view of the nature of allegations
leveled against the petitioner/A2, | am not inclined to grant

anticipatory bail to him and his prayer for anticipatory bail is refused.

6. Accordingly, the Criminal Petition is dismissed.



7. Miscellaneous applications, if any pending in this criminal

petition, shall stand dismissed.

G. SRIDEVI, J
24" October, 2019
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