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QUT TCODAY
| TEM NO. WM 1 COURT NO. 10 SECTI ON 11
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).8165/2009
(From the judgenent and order dated 18/06/2009 in CRLA No. 337/2002
of The HI GH COURT OF A. P AT HYDERABAD)
N. RAGHAVENDER Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF AP.TR C.B.I. Respondent ( s)

Dat e: 06/01/2010 This Petition was nentioned today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR. JUSTICE V. S. S| RPURKAR
HON BLE DR. JUSTI CE MUKUNDAKAM SHARNA
For Petitioner(s) M. D. Rama Krishna Reddy, Adv. (nmentioned by)

Ms. T. Anami ka, Adv.
For Respondent (s)

UPON bei ng nmentioned the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

This Court on 4.1.2010 passed the followi ng order:
"W have heard | earned counsel appearing for the
parties.

Leave granted.

During the pendency of this appeal, the
appellant is directed to be released on bail to the
satisfaction of trial court.”

Today, M. D. Rama Krishna Reddy, |earned counsel

for the petitioner has nentioned this matter stating that

the trial court has not granted the bail and directed the
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appel lant to seek clarification fromthis Court.
We are surprised by the order passed by the tria
court. We woul d have ordinarily taken very strict action
agai nst the concerned Judge. If we have passed the order
that the bail should be granted to the appellant to the
satisfaction of the trial court, the trial court ought to

have proceeded ahead to grant the bail to his satisfaction



It is inappropriate for the trial court not to conply with
the orders and ask the party to approach the Suprene Court
for explanation.
Presuning that this is only a bona fide m stake, we
do not want to take any harsh action but would ask the
concerned officer to be careful in future. Let the copy of
this order be sent to the concer ned Hi gh Court for

i nformati on.

(Par deep Kurmar) (Shashi Bala Vij)
Court Master Court Master



