IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGAMNA
AT HYDERABAD
MOMNDAY THE FIRST DAY OF AUGLST w
PO THOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO
PRESEMNT

THE HONOURABLE DR. JUSTICE CHILLAKLUR SUMALATHA &
CRIMINAL PETITION NO: 6432 OF 2022

Bebweon:

1. Ardnam Rarfith Reddy, Sio. Late Muralidhar Reddy, Aqged about 40 yvears O
Frivale emplayes, Rio, Ho Na, 5471 boside Cealna Theatire, Chanda Maga,
Serlingampally Mardal, Ranga Reddy Dislrct

2. Ardham Rakesh Reddy, Sfo. Late Muralidhar Reddy. Aged about 39 years, Occ.
Prvale employes, Ria. H. Mo, 5-47/1, beside Geeths Theatre, Chands Fzscyar
Serilingampolly Manda!, Rangs ey District.

wPETITIONER/ACCUSED NG, 3 & 10
AMND
The: Slale of Telangana. Represented by Public Prosecutor, High Gourt for the State of
Telanganz, Hyderabad.

~RESPONDENT/COMPLAINANT

Petition under Seclion 437 & 432 of Cr P C praying that in hé ¢reumstances
alated in lhe Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Fetition, the High Courl may be
preased o enlarge the PetitionersiAccused Mo .9 & 10 on bailin SC No. & of 2021an
the file af the Honble 1X Additional Disticl and Sessions Judge (FTC). Ranga Rediy

District, ai L.B. Magar {Crme Mo, 592 of 2020 ol P.5. Gachihowli Cyberazad)

Tnig Potbon coming on for Searing.upon pergsirg the Memorandom of
Grounds af Crmieal Petition and upon hoarng the arguments of SqA PASHAM
KRIZHNA REDDY Advocale for the Patitionar and the Adzitional Bubls Brosacatar
g bazhalt of the sole Resporidanl,

The Court made the following: ORDER



HONBLE DR, JUSTICE CHILLAKUR SUMALATHA

ORDER:

Heard the submizsion of the learned counsel lor
the petitioners as well as the learned Assistant Public

Prosccutor.

= Seeking the Court to enlarge the petitioners on
bail, who are arrayed as accused Nos9 and 10 in
5.C.No.5 of 2021 that i1s pending on the file of the
Court of 1X Additional District and SBessions Judpge
(Fast Track Court), Ranga Reddy District at

L.B.Nagar, the presentl Crirminal Petition is filed,

B Learned counscel for the pelitioners submits that
the petiticners who are arrayved as accused Nos.9 and
10 have not committed any offences whalsoever and
the allegations levelled against them are false and
therefore, they are entitled to bail. Learned counsel
also submits rthat the petitioners are in judicial
custody since 259 2020 and four successive bail
applications were dismisscd till now and in the light of

changed circamstances, the petitioners are entitled Lo
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bail. Learned counsel {urther stales that earlier bail
applications were dismissed on different grounds like
investigatinn  was  pending, the case was not
commiltted. the prime Winesses werc 1 exarnined,
ete. Buf, as of now, since no such pgrounds are

prevailing, the petitioners have Lo be enlarged on bail.

4. Vehemently oppoesing the said submission, the
learned Assistant Public Prosecutor submittcd that he
filed & counter-affidavit stating that the petitioners
who are the prime accused arc not cntitled o bail.
Learncd Assistant Public Prosecutor also submilied
that there is active eollusion and conspiracy betwecn
the petitioners and other accused and they abducted
the husband of the defactn complaimnant and killed
him mercilessly and this is one of the cases ol honour
killing and therefore, the petitioners are not entitled to

baail.

5. The crux of the casc as could be perceived
through the contents of the charge sheet iz that P.W-1
is the daughter of accused Nos.2 and 3. She fell in

Iove with the deccased-Hemanth kumar (hereinaller
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be referred to as “the deceascd™ for brevity). As the
parents of P.W-1, ie., accnsed Nos.2 and 3, refused
for getting her married to the deceased, PW-1 and the
deceased left their respective houses and got married.
They gor their marriage registered toa, Subsequently,
they took a house on rent and staried residing
together.  Accused No.2 who is the father of PW-1
ledged a complaint to Police regarding missing of his
daughter. Bubsequently, Police summaoned P,W-1 and
the deceased and later, informed accused No,2 that
both of them gor marricd. Accused Nos | to 3, the
petitioners hercin and others tried to convince PW 1
to return to house on the ground that the deceased
belongs to a different caste. But P.W-1 refuscd. On
that, accused Nous.l to 3 conspired and contacted
others sccking thewr help o kill the deceased, As per
their pre-arranged plan, the deceased and P.W-1 were
taken in a car and later, the deceased was killed by

sirangulating him with o rope.

8, In the light of the afore-mentioned allegations, a
case was registercd and was investigated into and

subsequently, Police laul charge sheot contending that
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gueuscd Nos. 1 o I8 commitled oflences punishable
under Sections 120-8B, 302, 364, 379, 448, 449, 341,
342 352, 353 and 506 read with Sectionn 34 [PC.
When  the leamed counsel for the petitioners
contended that the petitioners are in judicial cuslody
since long tme and as of now, there 15 no requiremeril
for their further detention, the learned Assistant
Pubilic Prosceutor stated that a Special Court is
consatituted to try the case and there is mandate that
the trial has to be completed within six months, but
the accused took four months to cross-cxamine
PW-1. Learned Assistant Public Prosecutor also
staved rhal crucial witnesses to the case are L.Ws. 1 to
10 and in case, the petitioners are enlarged on hail,
they may threaten those witnesses and  the
proceedings may be stalled. He further stated thal

LWs.2 and 3 were examined in chief,

[ M perusal of the record discloses thar L.Ws.1 o
|10 are the prime witnesses. Further, the allegations
are grave in nature. Therefore, the apprehension of
the learmned  Assistant Public  Proseculor appears

Justifiable.
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8, Though the learned counsel lor the peliioners
contended that the petitioners are innocent, a perusal
of the charge shect reveals thal from the cell phone
with phone No.9848911269, which was =seized from
petitioner No.l faceused No9, it was found that he
contacted accused No.l over phone 86 umes, accused
No.2 67 times, accuscd No.3 12 times, acoused No.8 &
tdmes, aceused No. 10 413 times, aceused Noo12 170
tirmes, accused No 13 132 times, accused No 14 24
times, accused No.l5 L&TF times, dccused No 1Y 28
times and accuscd No. 18 18 rimes. It is also narrated
that the said calls were made between 10.5.2020 and
24.9.2020. Likewisc, it is also mentioned that from
the cell phone of petitioner No.2 faccused No, 10 with
phone  No.894907126% 1t was [lound that  he
contacted accuscd No.l 29 rimes, accuscd No.Z2 104
times, accused No.3 68 Limes, accused No B 64 times,
accuscd No.2 413 rimes, accused No.l2 252 lumes,
accused No.12 111 tmes, accused No.14 35 times,
aceused No. IS5 15 times, accuscd No, L7 219 times
and accused No.l8 14 rimes between 10.6.2020 arul

4.9 20020,
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9 Having regard to atoreszund facts, this Court is of
the view rhat the request of the petiioners as of now
ciannot be honoured. Howewver, this Court is in fall
agrocment with the submission of the learned counsel
for the petitioners that it is not desirable to keep the
petitioners m judicial custody on the ground that the
trial 15 taking long time to get completed, Therelore,
this Court is of the view that the petitioners can be
enlarged on bail only on completion of recording of

evidence of the prime witnesses L.e., L Ws.1 to 10,

10, As per the submission of both partics, the
cvidence of PW-1 is completed in toto and Lhe
evidence of P.Ws.2 and 3 is completed in chief and the
casg¢ 15 coming up for their cross-examination.
Therefore, this Criminal Petition is disposed of with

the [ollowing directions:-

(1} Petitioner Nos.1 and 2/accused Nos.9 and 10
shall be enlarged on bail vn cach of them
exccuting a personal bond for Rs.3  lakhs
(Rupees Three lakhs only) with two sureties for

lilte sum cach to the satisfaction of the Court of
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if any, shall stand closed.
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X Additional District and Sesmons Judge, (Fast
Track Court), Ranga Reddy District al L.B.Nagar
as soun as the recording of evidence ol the
wilnesses upto LW, 10 is completed.

(2] Thal does not mean that L.Ws.4 (o 1O shall be
examined by (he prosecuting agency. The
prosecuting agency would alwavs be at liberty
vither to give up their evidenoe or to examine
Lhese wilnesses.

(3] However, as soon as their requirement hefore
the Court for attendance to pgive evidence is
completed, the petitioners shall be set al liberty
on their executing the reguired bond narrated

SUpTA.
As a sequel, pending miscellanemys applicalions,
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-"I:I.'ne i¥ additicnal Disfrict and Segsors Judge (STC ) Banga Readdy District at
L-BMagar.

The Staton Housse Officar. PLS ., Gachizowli, Cyboralsd

O G e 5381 PASHAM KEIZHNA BEDDY Advocate [ORPUC]

Twn CCs 10 the ADDITICOHAL PUBLIC PROSECUTOR, High Coarl Far e Blate

of Tolangans, at Hydesabead . (0UT|
Tois (51 Conoias "a‘"_l.‘,%’l—_



HIGH COURT

DATED:01/08/2022

ORDER

CRLP.No.6432 of 2022

DISPOSING OF TH CRIMINAL PETITION
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