IN THE HIGIH COURT FOIR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

WEDNESDAY, THE TENTH DAY OF NOVEMBER,
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY ONE

:PRESENT:
THE HON'BLE JUSTICE G.SRI DEV]

IA No. 4 OF 2020
IN
CRL. P NO: 2424 OF 2020

Berween:
B. Sudhakar Rao, S5/0 B, Prabhakar Rao
..Petitioner
i Petitioner in Cel.I'. No, 2424 of 2020
on the file of High Court)

AND
The State of Telangana, Rep. by itz 'ublic Prosecutor at High Court, Hyvderabad

.. Respondent
{Respendent in-do-)

Petinon filed under Scotion 482 of Cr.h.C. praying that in the ciccumstances stated in the
Petitiont. the High Court may be pleased to relax the condition impesed on 16-06-2020 in
Criminal Petifien Ivo. 2424 of 2020 and subsequent relieds passed by the above Hon"kle Court in
Ta. Mot of 260290, dated 22-07-2020 and 1A, Moo 2 of 2020, dated O7-10-20240:

Crl. I Ntk 2424 OF 2021k

Petitton under Section 238 of Cr.P.C, praying that in the cireumstances stated (o the
grounds filec in the Criminal Petizien, the High Court may be pleased o grant anticipatory bail
o e petitionet in Crime Mo, 37872020, PR Sanjeeva Reddy Nugar, Hyderabad, for Offences w's
6, 420 of [PC, in the event of his arrest, on such terms and conditions as this Hon ble Court
desms {it and propér in the circumstances of the case, in the interest of justice;

The pelihion coming on for hearng, upon perusing the Petiton filed herein, and the
arcers of the 1ligh Court dated 16.06.2020 mads in Crl P, No. 2424 of 2020, dated 23-07-2020,
made in LA, e, ] of 2020, dated 07-10-2020 mads in LA, Mo 2 of 2020, and vpon hearing the
arpurrients ol Sri Gopala Krisbng Kalanidhi, Advecate for the Pettioner and of the Public
Prosceutor for the Respondent, the Court made the following,

ORDER:

“This petition is filed to velax the condition imposed on 16.06.20200 in Criminal
Petition No.2424 of 2020 and subsequent reliefs passed by this Court in LA.No.l of 2020,
dated 22072020 and LANG2 of 2020 dated 071002020,

Heard both sides and perused the record,

A perusal of the record would show that by an order, dated 16062020, this Court
eranted anticipatory bail to the petitioner, wherein the Counsel for the petitioner madce a
submission that dwe (o lock down pertod, the amoomts which have already been disbursed
by the petitioner, could not he collected and the petitioner s ready to repay the balanee
amount to the e feote complainant, if sometime 5 given (o him, It would be apt fo

reproduce the relevant paragraph of the order, which reads thos:



"The petitionér/acensed shall repay the balance amount of Re.27.00 lakhs to

the de fucto complainant in three monthly instalments ic., Rs8.00 lakhs each

o 10720240, 16082020 and 18092020 positively withouot secking any un-

necessary adjournments to repay the same. 17 the petitioner fails to deviate in

payment of the said amouwnt as directed, the liberty granted to him shall
automatically stand cancelled and he shall be taken into custody forthwith,”

The record [wrther discloses thatl the petitioner filed TANAT of 2020 o extend
reasnnable time of six months to repay the said amount. By an order, dated 2207, 2020,
this Court directed the petitioner to repay the amount of Rs2Z7.00 [akhs to the de facto
complainant in three monchly instalments e, Rs9.00 lakhs cach on DTAAE2020, TR.05 2020
and 1 E02020 positively and it is also observed that no further extension of time will be
granted, Aggrieved by the same, the pefitioner herein filed Petitions for Special Leave to
Appeal (Crl) Nos 36393640 of 2020 before the Supreme Court of India. By an order.
dated 14082020, the Apex Court while permitting the petitioner to withdraw the said
Special Leave Petifions granted liberty (o him (o approach the Iieh Court for extension of
time to pay the amount in terms of the impugned order. Therealter, the petitioner filed
LAMNo2 of 2020 secking extension of time to repay the amount of Bs.27.00 lakhs, By an
order, dated 07.10.2020, this Court modified the order, dated 106.06.2020, which was
modified by order, dated 22072020, as Follows:-

“The petitioner shall pay the balance amount of Ks,27.00 lakhs to the de facfo

complainant within one month from today. The petitioner is at liberty to pay

the eatire amount either in lump sum or by instalments, but he shall clear the

entire balance amount within one month from todav, 1 s made clear that no

further extension of tune will be granted.”

Without complving with the aforesaid condition, the petitioner again filed the present
I.A. seeking relaxation of the same, Imitially, the petitioner filed petitions seeking
extension of time to pay the amount in instalments, but now, he seeks relaxation of the
cotive condition,  Simee this Cowrt in the aforesaid orders mgede it clear that no turther
egxtension of time will e granted to pay the amount as directed and as the de focio
complainant alse filed a petition secking cancellation of anticipatory bail granted to the
petitioner/anecused on the ground that he failed to comply with the condition of payment of
the aforesaid amount, T see no ground to relax the zaid condition.

Accordingly, the LA, is dismissed.™
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