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had demanded and received Rs.100/- as gratification.

Besides, Sriramrao, driver of another lorry informed that

he was carrying 16 tonnes of overloaded goods in his

vehicle and the petitioner and his colleague had demanded

Rs.1,600/- as bribe to allow him to pass through the check

post without paying fine.

e) On the basis of such statements as also finding

that Rs.6,320/- was found in excess of the amount

recorded in the official receipt book maintained, the

Dy.S.P. registered the case in Crime NO.7/09 for the

offences indicated above and prepared Panchnama in the

early hours of 25.7.2009.

f) Petitioner was arrested but released later on bail.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner assertively submits

registration of the case by Lokayukta officials against the

petitioner for the offences indicted above is impermissibie

in iaw as it is not based on any report iodged alleging

demand or acceptance of illegal gratification. Referring to

what transpired during the raid at 10.30 p.m. on
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