
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE C. PRAVEEN KUMAR  

W.P.No.45336 OF 2018 

ORDER: 

 Heard  lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner and  lea rned  

Government Pleader for Prohib ition and  Exc ise. 

2. The p resent writ petition c ame to be filed  seeking issuanc e of 

writ of Mandamus dec la ring  the order da ted  11.12.2018 passed  by 

the 4th respondent in Rc .No.199/ 2018/ B as illega l and  a rb itra ry.  

3. It is submitted  by the lea rned  c ounsel for petitioner tha t the 

petitioner is running a  shop  in the name and  style of M/ s.SNS Wines, 

Anantapuramu and  ever sinc e the grant of lic enc e, he is doing 

business without c ontravening any of the c ond itions of lic enc e.  

While matter stood  thus, the 4th respondent, basing on the report of 

the 5th respondent, had  issued  a  show-c ause notic e da ted  

20.11.2018 demand ing the petitioner to submit his exp lana tion as to 

why his lic enc e should  not be suspended  for vio la tion of p rovisions 

of Sec tion 31(1)(b ) of A.P.Exc ise Ac t, 1968 and  the lic enc e 

c ond itions of A4 shop .  The petitioner submitted  his exp lana tion to 

the sa id  show-c ause notic e denying the a llega tions levelled  aga inst 

him.  Without c onsidering  the exp lana tion in p roper perspec tive, the 

impugned order c ame to be passed  suspend ing the lic enc e of 

petitioner. Cha lleng ing the same, the p resent writ petition is filed .    
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4. Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner would  submit tha t exc ep t 

the report of the 5th respondent there is no materia l to show tha t the 

petitioner has sold  the liquor bottles to the ac c used .  He a lso 

submits tha t the 4th respondent has issued  the show-c ause notic e 

da ted  20.11.2018 to the petitioner, to whic h the petitioner has 

submitted  his exp lana tion.  He further submits tha t the report of the 

fifth respondent does not anywhere ind ic a te tha t the ac c used  has 

purc hased  the liquor bottles from the shop  of the petitioner.   

5. The lea rned  Government Pleader for Exc ise would  submit tha t 

the exp lana tion submitted  by the petitioner to the show-c ause 

notic e is not to the sa tisfac tion of the authorities and  henc e, the 

lic enc e of the petitioner was suspended .   

6. A perusa l of the show-c ause notic e makes it c lea r tha t a  

report is c a lled  for from the 5th respondent, whic h reads as under:-  

“ Accordingly, the SHO Ananthapuramu has 

submit ted a detailed report  stat ing that  he along with his 

staff  surprised at  M/ s.SNS Wines, G.Sl.No.08, 

Ananthapuramu found Nowkarnama holder D.Harinath 

present  in the shop and conduct ing liquor sales he 

verif ied the heal numbers in the above case with 

reference to H.P.F.S. system and found that  the above 

bot t les Heals are not  scanned on 30.10.2018 (date of  

offence) and also on observing the CC footage of the 

above case date i.e. 30.10.2018 the Nowkarnama of 

above A4 shop, sold the liquor bot t les to the accused in 

this case is not  found in CC footage of said A4 shop.  The 

SHO Ananthapuramu stat ing that  the accused in above 

case is namely Anke Ramesh was not  direct ly purchased 
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the said above liquor bot t les from M/ s.SNS Wines, 

Ananthapuramu.  He purchased the said bot t les through 

other mediators in the permissible quant ity and gathered 

from M/ s.SNS Wines, G.Sl.No.08, Ananthapuramu and he 

is going to t ransport  the same liquor bot t le to 

Smt .Kukkala Ramanamma W/ o.K.Adenna, R/ o.Chiyyedu 

for sale purpose.”  

 

7. From a  read ing of the above report, it is c lea r tha t there is no 

materia l to show tha t nowkar of A4 shop  sold  the liquor bottles to 

the ac c used  and  the same has not been found  in CC footage.  

Further, the Sta tion House Offic er in his report sta ted  tha t the 

ac c used  namely Anke Ramesh has not d irec tly purc hased  the 

liquor from the petitioner’ s shop  and  tha t he purc hased  the sa id  

bottles through other med ia tors in the permissib le quantity and  

ga thered  the same from M/ s.SNS Wines.  Therefore, the report 

submitted  by the Sta tion House Offic er does not show tha t the 

petitioner has sold  the liquor bottles to the ac c used .  Henc e, the 

impugned  order is liab le to be set aside. 

8.  Ac c ord ing ly, the writ petition is a llowed  and  the impugned  

order is set aside, leaving  it open to the respondents to take steps in 

ac c ordanc e with law, if warranted .  No order as to c osts. 

 

 Misc ellaneous petitions, if any pend ing , in this appea l sha ll 

stand  c losed . 

 

______________________ 

C. PRAVEEN KUMAR, J 

Date:13-12-2018 
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Prv 
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