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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATI

TUESDAY, THE TWENTY FIRST DAY OF APRIL

TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

iPRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE B V L N CHAKRAVARTyi
lA No. 1 OF 2026

IN

CRLA NO: 215 OF 2026

Between:

Pujari Sunkarappa, (A3), S/o.Pedda Narasappa, Aged

R/o.T.KuntlapalliO.D.Cheruvu Mandal, Ananathapuramu District, Andhra

Pradesh.

years.

... Petitioner/Appellant/A3

AND

The State of Andhra Pradesh, Rep.by its Public Prosecutor, High Court

of Andhra Pradesh At Amaravati.

...Respondent

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI S SRAVANA SANDHYA

Counsel for the Respondent: PUBLIC PROSECUTOR

Appeal Petition under Section 430 (1) is filed praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High

Court may be pleased to release the petitioner on bail by suspending the

judgment dt. 25-03-2026 including fine passed in (NDPS) Sessions Case

No. 19/2023 on the file of the court of the I Additional District and Sessions

Judge-cum-Special Judge, designated for Trial of Offences under the Narcotic

Drugs and Psychotropic Substances Act, 1985 Ananthapuramu,

Ananthapuramu District, Andhra Pradesh and pass Pending disposal of

CRLA No. 215 of 2026, on the file of the High Court.

The court while directing issue of notice to the Respondents herein to

show cause as to why this application should not be complied with, made the



following order.(The receipt of this prder will be deemed to be the receipt of

notice in the case). The Court made the following

ORDER

“Heard Ms. Sravana Sandhya, learned counsel for the

petitioner/appellant, and the learned Additional Public Prosecutor appearing for

the respondent-State.

2.The petitioner/appellant is Accused No.3 in NDPS S.C. No. 19 of 2023

on the file of the learned I Additional District and Sessions Judge, Ananthapur

District at Anantapuramu.

3.The petitioner/appellant was found guilty of the offence punishable

under Section 8(c) read with Section 18(b) of the NDPS Act, 1985. Accordingly,

he was convicted under Section 235(2) Cr.P.C. and sentenced to undergo

rigorous imprisonment for a period of ten (10) years and to pay a fine of

Rs. 1,00,000/- (Rupees One Lakh only), and in default of payment of fine, to

suffer simple imprisonment for a period of six (6) months.

4.Learned counsel for the petitioner/ appellant submitted that the case of

the prosecution is that the accused were in possession of 60 kgs of poppy

pods/poppy straw and that the learned trial Court erroneously convicted the

petitioner/appellant without properly appreciating the facts and evidence on

record. Hence, the petitioner/appellant has preferred the present appeal

challenging the judgment of the trial Court on various grounds.

5.She further submitted that there is no material on record to show that,

while the petitioner/appellant was on bail during trial, he was involved in any

similar offence or any other offence under the NDPS Act. There are no

allegations of breach of bail conditions during the trial. Learned counsel also

submitted that the petitioner/appellant is presently lodged in Central Prison,

Kadapa, Kadapa District. She fairly submitted that the fine amount has not yet

been paid by the petitioner/appellant.

6.Learned counsel further submitted that the sentence imposed by the

learned trial Court is a fixed sentence of ten (10) years; that there are fair



7

chances of success in the appeal; apd that there is no likelihood of the appeal

being taken up for hearing in the near future.

7.She also submitted that the appeal may take considerable time for

hearing and, considering the circumstances of the case, the petitioner/appellant

may be released on bail by suspending the sentence of imprisonment imposed

by the learned trial Court.

8.The learned Additional Public Prosecutor opposed the application,

submitting that the contraband involved in the case is of commercial quantity,

i.e., 60 kgs of poppy pods/poppy straw, falling under the category of commercial

quantity. Hence, Section 37 of the NDPS Act would apply to the facts of the

case.

9.Heard the submissions made by learned counsel on both sides.

10.ln light of the above submissions, the specific circumstance that arises

is that, admittedly, no material is available before this Court to conclude that the

petitioner/appellant is likely to commit any similar offence or any other offence

if released on bail, as contemplated under Section 37 of the NDPS Act.

11.Considering the above facts and circumstances, particularly the fact

that the sentence imposed is a fixed sentence often (10) years and that there

is no likelihood of the appeal being taken up for hearing in the near future, this

Court is of the considered opinion that “the sentence of imprisonment alone

imposed by the learned I Additional District and Sessions Judge,

Ananthapur District at Anantapuramu, vide judgment dated 25.03.2026 in

NDPS S.C. No. 19 of 2023 against the petitioner/appellant/ Accused No.3,

shall be suspended during the pendency of the appeal, subject to the

following conditions”:

i) The petitioner/appellant shall be enlarged on bail upon executing a

personal bond for Rs.25,000/- (Rupees Tw.enty-Five Thousand only), with

two (02) sureties each for a like sum, to the satisfaction of the learned trial

Court.
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Upon such release, the petitioner/appellant shall appear before the

learned trial Court on every fourth Saturday of the month until disposal of

the appeal.

ii)

iii) The petitioner/appellant shall pay 25% of the fine amount before

the learned trial Court within four (4) weeks from the date of this order and

file proof of such payment before this Court.

iv) The petitioner/appellant shall not leave the country without prior

permission of the Court.

V) The petitioner/appellant shall not involve in any similar offence or

any other offence under the NDPS Act in future.

Vi) In the event of violation of any of the above conditions, the

prosecution is at liberty to file an application seeking cancellation of bail.

12. Accordingly, the application is allowed.

Sd/-U.SRIDEVI
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To,

1. The Superintendent, Central Prison, Kadapa, Kadapa District.

1®* Additional District and Sessions Judge-Cum-Special Judge for Trial

of Offences under NDPS Act 1985, Ananthapuramu, Ananthapuram

District, Andhra Pradesh.

One CC to SRI. S SRAVANA SANDHYA Advocate [OPUC]

Two CC’s to Public Prosecutor, High Court of AP at Amaravati. [OUT]

One spare copy
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HIGH COURT

BVLNC.J

DATED:21/04/2026

ORDER

lA No. 1 OF 2026

IN

CRLA NO: 215 OF 2026

ALLOWED


