
[N THE  HIGH  COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATr ,tJ.t
MONDAY,  THE  EIGHTH  DAY OF MAY,

TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY THREE
:PRESENT:

THE  HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE A. VI  SESHA SAT f,:~
AND

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE DUPPALA VENKATA RAfu

IA No.1,OF2023
lN

CRLA NO:  2019 OF 2018
Between:
Pagidipalli  Srjnjvasa   Rao  @   Srinu,   S/o.Saidulu,  Age:35  years,   R/o   lndira   Colony,
Dachepalli Village & Manadal,  Guntur District, Andhra  Pradesh.

...PETITIONER/APPELLANT/ACCUSED
AND

..-.     >

The State ofAndhra Pradesh,  Rep.  by its Public Prosecutor,  High Court at'Amaravathi.

...RESPONDENT/RESPONDENT/COMPLAINANT

Petition  under  Section,389(1)  praying  that  in  the  circumstances  stated  in  the
Petition,  the  High  Court  may  be  pleased  to, release the  petitl'oner on  bail  in  crl.A.No.
2019/2018  before  this  Hon'ble  Court  which  is  filed  against  the judgment  passed  in
S.C.No.158  of 2013  by the  Court  of'the  X Additional  District  and  Sessions  Judge,
Gurazala,  Guntur  District,  Andhra  Prades:h,  dated  O5-02-2018,  Pendl'ng  disposal  of
CRLA No.   2019 of 2018,  on the file of`thelHigh Court.

I

Counsel for the Petitioner            :Dr CHALLA SRINIVASA REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent       :PUBLIC,PROSECUTOR

The Court made the following

ORDER:
"This   is   an   application,   filed   under   section   389(1)   of  the   Code   of

Criminal Procedure, seeking bail,

Main  Criminal  Appeal  came  to,b? ,preferred  by  the  petitioner-accused

against the I-udgment  dated  O5102.2018`,:± passed  by  the  Court of the  learned  X
\     I-.

Additional  District and  Sessions Judge,  G'urazala,  in  Sessions Case  No.158 of

2013.  By way of the said judgment,` the learned sessions Judge convicted the
)

accused-petitioner herein for the offence punishable under sections 302 I.P.C.,

and  sentenced  to  undergo  life  imprisohment  to  pay  fine  of  Rs.10,000/-and

further convicted for the offence punishable under section 498-A of I.P.C., and
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sentenced to undergo rigorous imprisonment for three years and to pay a fine

of Rs.5,00O/-,  in default, tO  undergo Simple -Imprisonment for One month, apart

from  other punishmentsI                           ,      \,_,1,,,:I   ^`l

ln  this  application,  the  petitioner  is  seeking  bail  by  placing  reliance  on

the judgment of the  composite  High` Court of Andhra  Pradesh  in  the  Case  Of

Batchu  Rangarao and Ore.,  Vs.,  State of Andhra  Pradesh reported 'ln I:2016(3,

ALT   (Criminal)   505   (AP)I.   ln   the  tsaid. judgment,   the   Court   laid   down   the

following  guidelines,  while  COnSiderihg  the  bail  applications  Of  the  Present

nature:

"(1)  A person  who  iS  COnViCted for life and whose  appeal  is  pending

before this court is entitled td apply for bail after he has undergone a

minimum of five years imprisonin6ht following his conviction;
`          (2)   Grant  of  bail  in  fa`vour  O'f  PeiSOhS  failing  in  (1)  supra  shall   be

subject to  his good conduct in: trio-jail,  as  reported  by the respective

Jail Superintendents;
|    \    ,.

:         (3)   In   the  following   categOrieS!  `Of  P!aSeS,   the   convicts   Will   not   be
entitled to be released on bail,'despite their Satisfying the Criteria in (1)

and (2) supra:

The  offences  relating  to  rape  COuPIed with  murder Of  minor Children

dacoity,  murder for gain,  kidna.pping'-for ransom,  killing  of the  public

servants, the offences falling  under the National  Security Act and the

offences pertaining to narcotic drugs.

(4) While granting  bail,  the two following  conditions  apart from  usual
conditions have to be imposed, viz., (1) the appellants on bail must be

present  before  the   court  at  the  time   of  hearing   of  the   criminal
Appeals;  and  (2)  they  must` report  ih  the  respective  Police  Stations

once in a month during the bail period."

Instructions  furnished  by  the jail  Super-Intendent  are  Placed  On  record

by  the   learned   public   prosecutor.  ACc6`rding  to  the  said   instructions,   the

conduct of the petitioner is satisfactory and  he  has completed  more than five
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years of actual sentence.  It is  not the case of the  prosecution that the  instant
case falls under the exceptions as mentioned in the aforesaid decision.

For the aforesaid reasons, this petition is allowed, directing enlargement

of the  petitioner  on  bail  in  S.C.No.1,58.,ofLj2013  on  the  file  of the  Court  of  the

learned  X  Additional  District  and  sessions  Judge,  Gurazala,  subject  to  the

Petitioner furniShl'ng a Personal bond of Rs.20,000/-(Rupees Twenty Thousand
only) with two sureties for the like sum e:ch to the satisfaction of the court of

the learned I Additional Judl-ciaI  Magistrate of FI-rSt Class,  Gurazala.   lt is made

CIear that the  petitioner shall  attend  before the said  court on  one  day  in  the

first week of every  month,  pending  appeal  and  if the same  is  not adhered  toJ

the same be brought to the notice of this Court for passing necessary order for

cancellation  of  bal-I.  lt  is  further  made  clear  that  at  the  time  of  hearing  1:he

appeal, the petitioner shall be present before this court_"

((
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To,

6.   Onesparecopy
CVSS

sd/-G. SRINIVAS REDDY
REGISTRARASSISTANT

For-I               sECTl N OFFICER

1.    The  I Additional  Judicial  Magistrate.of`.First Class,   Gurazala,  Guntur District.
2.   The X Additional  District and  Sessions Judge,  Gurazala,  Guntur District.
3.   The Superintendent,  central  prison,  R'ajahmundry,  East Godavari  District.
4.   One CC to   Dr CHALLA SRINIVASA'REDDY Advocate [OPUC]
5.   Two CCs to Public Prosecutor (AP).High Court ofAndhra Pradesh [OUT]
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HIGH COURT

DATED'.08/05/2O23

ORDER

IANo.1  OF2023
!N
CRLA NO-. 2019 OF 2018

DIRECTION
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