
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

THURSDAY, THE THIRTIETH DAY OF OCTOBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SMT JUSTICE K. SUJANA

CRIMINAL PETITION NO: '12556 OF 2025

Between:

Alay Kolli, S/o Raju, aged about 20 years, Occ Student, Resident of H.No 11-2-
535'l/1 , Hanuman Nagar, Ramagundam Peddapalli District, Telangana-505211

..PETITIONER

AND

The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Station House Officer, P S. Koyyuru,
Jayashankar Bhupalaplly District. Through the Public Prosecutor, High Court
Hrgh Court for the State of Telangana

...RESPONDENT/COMPLAINANT

Petition under Sectron 482 of BNSS praying that in the circumstances
stated rn the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may
be pleased to direct the S.H.O of P S Koyyuru Jayashankar Bhupalapll District
and Telangana to enlarge the Petitioner on bail in the event of their arrest by the
P S Koyyuru, in FlR. NO 113 OF 2025 dated 3010812025

This Petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Memorandum of
Grounds of Criminal Petition and upon hearing the arguments of Sri RAVI
MOTHUKURI, Advocate for the Petitioner and D. ARUN KUMAR Additional
Pr,rblic Prosecutor on behalf of the sole Respondent

The Court made the following; ORDER



THE HONOURABLE SMT. JUSTICE K. SUJA NA

CRIMINAL PETITION No.12556 OF 2O25

ORDER:

This criminal petition is filed under St:t:ti 'n 482 of

Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 by Il I petitioner

seeking anticipatory bail in connection with FIR Nrr I l3 ol 2025

of Ko11'uru Police Station, .ia-vashankar Bhupalp r li District'

The offences allegcd against the petitioner are ttrr'l r Scctions

8(c) r/ r.t,.2O(b)(ii)(B) of Narcotic Drugs and '';vchotropic

Substanccs Act, 1985 (for short 'NDPS Act')

2. The facts o[ the case are that on 3008202] at 164O

hours. while the policc u'ere conducting vehiclt: heck ncar

Jangidipalli Village, they lound [hree persons corr irg towards

Kop'ur village from Rudrarerm villagc on t$'o r'I ( tctr cycles

Immediatcly, they stopped those lwo vchicles anrl vhen askcd

for the ve hicle documents, thcy failed to show and ' r r suspicion

when the police checked thcir bags, they found t vo packels

\vrapped s'ith brou'n color tape and on questiorr r g tJ're s:rid

persons they revc:rlcd that it is a Ganja Whc r the police

examincd lhcv lbund dry Ganja lcaves, flou'cr I and buds

emanaling pungcllt smell ancl cotlfirmed it as Catrl:' ancl scized

3.335 kgs ol ganja lrom their posse ssion Hence ' r:r 't:lplaint u'as
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lodged and basing on the same crime n as registcrcd against the

accused lor the said offences

3. Heard Sri Ravi Mothukuri, learned counsel for the

petitioner and Sri D.Arun Kumar, learned Additional public

Prosecutor appearing for the respondent State.

4. The contcntion oflearncd counsel for the petitioner is that

petitioner is not shown as an accused but basing on the

confession of A. I ro A.3, he is apprehending arrest. The

petitioner is one of rhe accused in F.lR No.1 lO of 2025 of Wajedu

Police Station, Mulugu District and the same is under

investigation and the police arc trying to link the petitioner

herein to the presetlt crime without any basis only to harass

him. Learned counsel further contended that the recovery \ ras

made from A. I to A.3 and the pctilioner is also not present at

the time of seizurc and no matcrial is available to show that

petitioncr had any involvement in this crime. Hence, prayed

this Court to grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

5- On the othcr hand, learned Additional public prosecutor

would submit thar the petitioner is not shou.n as an accused as

on today. The accusecl in this case are also involved in other

crimes and petitioncr herein is also involved in other case,
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6. Having regzrrd to the submissions maclr by both the

learned counscl and a pcrusal of the materiirl availablc on

record, it appears that the pctitioncr hercin is nor rrrayed as an

accused as on toclay. However, thc pctitiont:r- lerein is also

involved in FIR No. 110 of 2025 ot Wajedu 1,, lice Station,

Mulugu District. lt is well set[]ed that anticipato y bail is not

ordinarily maintainable in cases arising under rlt. provisions of

the NDPS Act in viel,,, of the stringent restriction; containcd in

Section 37 of the NDPS Act, and such offences r r: to be clcalt

u.ith strictllr in :rccordance u,ith thc procedLrr: prcscribed

therein. Furthcr, the Hon'ble Supremc Court hrs consistentl],

hcld that anticiparory bait should not bc granted rr NDI)S cases

as a ma[ter of rouline, as the same ma! tamper thc

investigation and enable the accuscd to d€st. rv cviclence.

Further, in thc case of Anarul SK v. State of West Bengalr thc

Hon'ble Supreme Court obscrved thal gr:rnt of an r:ipatory bail

in cascs involving NDPS is a very serious issue.

7. In the ligl-rt of the :rbove discussion, r:ort ;i616-1ng 15"

previous crime history of the petitioner hcrein, thi:; lourt is not

inclined to granI anticipatory bail to the petition(]r t td the same

is liable to be dismissed.

I Petitron for Special Lr.rrve to Appeal (Crl.)No. 12621l2024 rl,rrc I I9.()9.2O2.1
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8 Accordingly, the Criminal Petition is dismissed-

Miscellaneous petitions, it any, pending shall stand

SD/-MOHD.ISMAIL
DEPUTY REGIST

//TRUE COPY//
ECTION OFFICER

closed

To,

Hyderabad [OUT]
5 Two CD CoPies

VM/SA

1. The Addrtronal Judicial lvlagrstrate First Class at Jayashanker Bh.upalapally

Z fh" Strtion House Officer,koyyur Police Station, Koyyur' Jayashankar

Bhupalpally District
: One CC to'SRl RAVI MOTHUKUR Advocate [OPUC]
; i;; CCs to Public Prosecutor, Hrgh Court foithe State of Telangana at

)nv



HIGH COURT

DATED: 3Ot1OI2O2S

ORDER
CRLP.No.125S6 of 2025
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DISMISSING THE CRIMINAL PETITION
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