
 

 

 

 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT HYDERABAD 
FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AND THE STATE OF ANDHRA PRADESH 

 
[ Special Original Jurisdiction ] 

 

 
FRIDAY THE TWENTY FIFTH DAY OF JANUARY 

TWO THOUSAND AND EIGHTEEN 

  

PRESENT 
 

SMT. JUSTICE T. RAJANI 

 
 

CRIMINAL PETITION NO.  301  OF 2018 

 
Between: 

 

 

Moddu Venkat Reddy @                        Petitioner/A-12 to A-30   

& Ors.                                                    in Cr.No. 433 of 2017 of   

                                                              Chevella Police Station,  

     �  Ranga Reddy district, T.S. 

 V/s. 

 

 

The State of Telangana 

Represented by the Public Prosecutor 

High Court of Judicature for the State of 

Telangana & Andhra Pradesh, 

Through Station House Officer, 

Chevella Police Station, 

Ranga Reddy district.  � Respondent/complainant 

 

 

 

 

 

Counsel for the Petitioners :    Sri K. Ravi Mahender  

  

 

Counsel for the Respondent :       Public Prosecutor [ TS ] 

 

 

The court made the following:  [order follows] 
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SMT. JUSTICE T. RAJANI 

 

 
CRIMINAL PETITION NO.   301  OF 2018 

O R D E R : 

 

 

      This Criminal Petition is filed by the petitioners under section 

438 of Cr.P.C., seeking grant of bail to the petitioner, who are A-12 to 

A-30 in Crime No. 433 of 2017 of Chevella Police Station, Ranga Reddy 

district, registered for the offences punishable under section 143, 147, 

436, 448, 427, 341, 452, 506, 120 [b] read with section 149 of I.P.C. 

 2. Heard the counsel for the petitioners and the learned 

Additional Public Prosecutor representing the respondent/State. 

 3.  The allegation against these petitioners is that they formed into 

unlawful assembly, with a common intention to set fire to Kohinoor 

Rubber Factory and all the petitioners entered into the said factory and 

set fire to the rubber factory.   

 4.  The counsel for the petitioners submits that the other accused 

were enlarged on bail and that these petitioners stand on the same 

footing. 



 

 

 

 

3 

 

 

 

 5.  Considering the facts and circumstances and nature of 

allegations, this Court opines that it is not a fit case for grant of 

anticipatory bail to the petitioners.  However, the petitioners can 

surrender before the court concerned and seek regular bail.  On such 

surrender, the concerned court is directed to consider the bail 

application of the petitioners on merits and in accordance with law, on 

the same day subject to the regular pressure of work. 

 6.  With the above observation, this Criminal Petition is dismissed. 

7. As a sequel, miscellaneous petitions if any, pending in this 

Criminal Petition shall stand closed. 

_____________________                                                 

JUSTICE T. RAJANI.  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

25/01/2018. 
I s L 
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SMT. JUSTICE T. RAJANI 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
CRIMINAL PETITION NO.   301  OF 2018 
[ ANTICIPATORY BAIL  : :  DISMISSED] 
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