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1 . Praveen, alias Puri praveen Kumar, Age .45yrs,Occ .Business, Rio 1_
3412,Srikath Colony, Amangal, Mahbub Nagar District.

2. Aadoth Naveen ,, S/o Balu ,Age .22yrs,Occ .Driver, Rented room, Mansanpally XRoad, Maheshwaram Mandai, R.R District N/o Kandra runta rtranJa ;il;;",
Bommalaramaramaram, yadadri Bhuvanagiri District.

IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

TUESDAY, THE FIFTH DAY OF MAY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

PRESENT
Oc'

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE J SREENIVAS RAO

CRIMINAL PETITION NO:7 143 0F 2026

...PETITIONERS/ACCUSED

Between:

AND

l.A. NO: 2 OF 2026

1

2

state of relangana, Rep. By its pubric prosecutor High court of rerangana atHyderabad

Sri. G. Dhanunjaya,, Sub-lnspector of Maheshwaram pS, Future City,
Rangareddy Diskict.

...RESpONDENT/Defacto COMpLATNANTS

Petition under section 529 of BNSS praying that in the circumstances stated in theMemorandum of Grounds of Criminalp^etition tne High Court may be pf""Jio qr".nthe proceedings in crime.No. 160 of 2026 on tne-fite or ps Maneih*rr"r,-or"tri"t
Rangareddy Future City against the petitioner/Accused

Petition under section 529 of BNSS praying that in the circumstances stated in theMemorandum of Grounds of criminar.pefitiori, t[e High court may be preaseJ to grant
ir.AY :l all further proceedings including the appearince of the p;titio;ersr accuseo incrime.No. 160 of 2026 on the fire of p-S Maheshwaram, District RangareooyTiuture
City, pending disposal of the above criminal petition,



This Petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Memorandum of Grounds
of criminal Petition and upon hearing the arguments of Sri c VIVEKANAND , Advocate
for the Petitioner and Sri. Jithender Rao Veeramalla the Additional Public Prosecutor on
behalf of the Respondents.

The Court made the following: ORDER



IN THE HIGH COURT FORTHESTATE OF TELANGANA

AT TIYDERABAD

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE J.SREENIVAS RAO

CRIMIN AL PETIT ION No.7143 of 2026

e I Date: 05.05.2026

Praveen @ Puri Praveen Kumar and another
...Petitioners

AND

The State ofTelangana, and another
...Respondents

ORDER

ThisCriminatPetitionhasbeenfiledseckingtoquashthe

proceedings in FIR No'160 of 2026 of Maheshwaram Police

Station, Future City, wherein the petitioners wete arrayed as

accused Nos.l and 2, for the offences punishable under Section

318(4) of the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhitha' 2013 (for short 'BNS')

and Section 7 of the Essential Commoclities Act' 1955 (for short

'EC Act').

2 Heard Mr.C.Vivekanand, learned counsel for the petitioners

and Mr.Jithender Rao Veeramalla' leamed Additional Public

Prosecutor for resPondents'

Between:
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3 The specific allegation against the petitioners/accused Nos.l

and 2 is that they Jrave procured I'DS rice from the beneficiaries at

cheaper rate to sell the same lor profit and on 24.04.2026, rhe

petitioners wqe found in possession of 55 plastic bags of PDS rice

totalling 25 quintals

4. Leamed counscl for the petitioners would submit that

without therc being any complaint from any beneficiary, alleging

that the rice u,as procured deceptively or with a crirninal intent and

charging the petitioncrs for prosecution is untenable and improper.

Thc allegations, even taken at their face value cannot be sustained

against the petitioners. Further, this Court, in Crt.P.No.5709 of

2019, while considering the same situation, categorically observed

that the offbnces alleged against the petitioners therein could not be

continued and accordingly quashed the proceedings. The

petitioners are also entitled to the same relief and hence prayed to

quash the proceedings against the petitionels.

5. The leamed Additional Public Prosecutor submits that as per

prosecution, the offences said to have been committed by the

petitioners is cheating and violation of Section 7 of the EC Act and

requested to pass appropriate orders
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6. Section 7 of the EC Act contemplate that any person

contravenes with the production' supply' distribution and trade of

essential commodities, is punishable' As per the prosecution' the

petitionefs haver.procured PDS rice from the beneficiaries after

supplY from the dealer'

7 . A Coordinate Bench of this Court in Crl'P'No'7227 of 2025

has considered the identical facts and observed that:

t

I

,,l-hereisnool,rernlcwindicaliltglhLlhcPetitionerinanl'wa\,

ai'"iri*"t, ,ra"*d rhe beneficiaries tu Pqrt with rhc supplitd PDS rice

or the beneficiary enlrust?d the PDS rice pnrchasecl by them u'ith the

ir,,,;,irr", 
"rr, 

they dishrtncstl;t ntisappropriated or con't'er.ted.to their

':::::;; ,;;":;; i,liou,r,,, of a ta'ufui tti'c'rion or co.ntract rn the

absence of e,ssential Jaclors' on thc Juc" oJ proset'ution'.this-111t finds

il to be afil cose to exercise tle jurisJictit'ttt un'ler Section 18 of BNSS

202S.Thtts,conlinuanceofproceedings(Eainsllhepetilionerisabuse

8. The facts and circumstances of the present case also similar

to those in the above case and hence' this Court finds it to be a fit

exercise jurisdiction under Section 528 of BNSS by

of process of ktw "

case to

9

applying the same analogy and to quash the proceedings against

the petitioners herein'

Accordingly, the Criminal Petition is allowed and the

proceedings in FIR No.160 of 2026 of Maheshwaram Police
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Station. fruture (_'ity, against the petitioners/accused Nos.l and 2,

are hercbv q uashed

Pending miscellaneous applications, if any, shall stand

closed

SD/- K.BHAVANI SWAMY
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

//TRUE COPYII

SECTION OFFICER

1. The Judicial Magistrate - cum- XVll Additional Magistrate of First Class At
Maheshwaram

2. The Station House Officer, Police Station Maheshwaram, Rangareddy District.

3. One CC to SRI C VIVEKANAND Advocate [OPUC]
4. Two CCs to PUBLIC PROSECUTOR High Court for the State of Tetangana, at

Hyderabad [OUT]
5. Two CD Copies

EPR/GNK

G

To,
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HIGH COURT
.*rt

DATED:*0 5tOit2026
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ORDER

CRLP.No.7143 of 2026

CRIMINAL PETITION IS ALLOWED

v


