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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATI  '`|:`i'-+\.

THURSDAY, THE THIRTIETH  DAY OF MAY,

TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FOUR

:PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE SMT JUSTICE VENKATA JYOTHIRMAI PRATAPA  i

CRIMINAL PETITION NO: 3734 OF 2024

Betwee n :

Varanashi    Manikeswara    Rao,    S/o.Krishna    Rao,    aged    abt    59    years,

R/o.JoIIaput  Village  and  Panchayat,  Munchingiput  MandaI,  Visakhapatanam,

Andhra Pradesh

Petit-lan e I/A-1

AND

The  State  Of  Andhra   Pradesh,   SHO,   Munchingiput  P.S.,  Visakhapatanam

Represented  by   its   Public   Prosecutor,   High   Court  of  Andhra   Pradesh   at

Amaravati, Guntur District.

Respondent

Petition   under   Sections  437   &  439   of  Cr.P.C,   praying   that   in   the

circumstances  stated  in  the  grounds filed  in  support of the  Criminal  Petition,

the High Court may be pleased to enlarge the Petitioner/A 1  on Regular Bail in

respect  to  the  Crime  No.  18/2024  dt.06.04.2024  on  the  file  of  Munchingiput

P.S Police Station;

The  petition  coming  on  for hearing,  upon  perus'lng  the  Petition  and  the

grounds  filed  in  support  thereof  and  upon  hearing  the  arguments  of  Sri  J

KRISHNA    PRANEETH,    Advocate    for    the     Petitioner    and    of    PUBLIC

PROSECUTOR for Respondent, the Court made the following.

ORDER
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH

AT AMARAVATl

(Special orI-ginal JurisdI-CtiOn)
[3396]

THURSDAY ,THE  THIRTIETH  DAY OF MAY

ll^/O THOUSAND AND ll^/ENTY FOUR

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SMT JUSTICE VENKATA JYOTHIRMAI PRATAPA

enl_NAL PETITION No: 3734±2g2±

Between :

Varanashi Manikeswara Rao

AND

The State Of Andhra Pradesh

Counsel for the petitioner/accused:

1.J KRISHNA PRANEETH

Counsel for the Respondent/complainant:

1. PUBLIC PROSECUTOR (AP)

The Court made the following:

ORDER..

...PETITIONER/ACCUSED

...RESPONDENT/COMPLAINANT

This  Criminal  Petition  under  sections  437  and  439  of the  code  of criminal

procedure (for short `the code)  has been filed  by the petitioner/A.1  seekl-ng  regular

bail  in  Crime  No.18  of  2024  of  Munchingl'put  police  Stall-on,  Alluri  Sitharama  Raju

District,  registered  for  the  offence  punishable  under  section  34(a)  of  the  Andhra

Pradesh Excise Act (for short `the Act').

2.  Heard  Sri  J.Krishna  Praneeth,  learned  counsel  for  the  petitionerl  and  Sri

v.Farooq      Khan,      learned      Assistant     public      prosecutor      representing      the

respondent/State.
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3.   Learned   counsel   for  petI'tjOner  would   submit  that   in   absence  of  the   gr

petitioner,  a  raid  has  been  conducted and the  ll-quor worth  Rs.10,84,800/_  has been        ed§

seized by the Excise officials.   Learned counsel further submits that while conductl-ng

search  and  seizure,  the police did  not follow the  procedure  as contemplated  under

section 55 of the Act and that the petitioner has been  in J'udiCial Custody for the last

45 days.   Hence, prays for release of the petitioner on regular bail.

4.  Learned Assistant public Prosecutor would submit that so far six witnesses

have  been  examined,  investigation  is  not completed  and  prays for dismissal  of the

Petition.

5.   Consl'dering  the  submissions  and  a  fair  look  at  the  material   placed  on

record,  crucial  part of the  investigation  is  over since  six witnesses  were  examined,

who  are  police  officials.  In  view  of the  fact that  the  petl'tI'Oner  has  been  jn  judicial

custody for the last 45 days, it l's desirable to release the petjtjoner on baI'l.

6  In the result,  the Criminal petitI®On  I-S allowed with the followI-ng conditions:

i.       The  petitioner/A.1  sha"  be  released  on  ba"  on  hI-S executing  a  personal

bond  for  Rs.20,000/-  (Rupees  twenty  thousand  only)  with  two    suretl-es

for a  ll'ke  sum  each  to the satisfaction  of the  learned  Judicial  MagI-Strate

of Fl-rst class,  Paderu.

jii.

on  release,  the petitI'Oner shall appear before the stall-On  House offI-Cer,

concerned,  once  in a week i.e.,  on  every sunday between  10.00 a.m.  to

05.00 p.m. till filing of the charge sheet.

The petitioner l's directed not to hamper the investigation and tamper with

the prosecutl'on witnesses.
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closed.

lt  is  made  clear  that  the  petitioner  shall  scrupulously  comply  with  the

above  conditions  and  breach  of  any  of  the  above  conditions  will   be

viewed  seriously and  prosecution  is at liberty to  move  an  application for

cancellation of the bail.

As  a   sequel   thereto,   miscellaneous   petit'lons   pending,   if  any,   shall   stand

Sd/-M, SR!N!VfAS

AS'S!STANT REGiSTR

//TRUE COPY// SECT!Or`I OFFICER

ForAOOIO,AI`[   .`____

To,

1.  The Judicial Magistrate of First Class,  Paderu

2.  The Superintendent, Central Jail, Visakhapatanam

3.  The SHO, Munchingiput P.S., Visakhapatanam

4.   One CC to  SRl. J KRISHNA PRANEETH Advocate [OPUC]

5.   Two cos to Public Prosecutor, High Court ofAP [OUT]

6.  One spare copy
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HIGH COURT

VJP,J

DATED: 30/05/2024

BAIL ORDER

CRLP.No.3734 of 2024

ALLOVID
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