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WEDNESDAY, THE TWENTY FOURTH DAY OF DECEMBER
WO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

:PRESENT:
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE J SREENIVAS RAO

CURIMINAL PETITION NO: 17660 OF 2025

Between:

'.;55
o=

A S Kumar, 5/0. David Andrew,

..PetitionerfAccused No.3
AND

~.__ 1. The State of Telangana, Rep.by Public Prosecutor, High Court of Hyderabad,
High Court Buildings, High Court, Hyderabad its through its Drug Inspector,
Siddipet, Siddipeta District,

2. The Drug inspector, Drugs Control Administration, Siddipet, Siddipet District.
..Respondent

WHEREAS we  Pelitioner above named through his  Advocate
SRI A CHANDRA SHAKER presented this Petition under Section 528 OF B.N.S.S.,
praying that in the ciwcumstances stated in the grounds filed in support of the
Criminal Pelition, the | ‘igh Court may be pleased to quash the proceedings against
the Petitioner/Accused no. 3 in Primary Registered Case No. 11 of 2025 filed before
the Learned Additions m..;ic,uas Magistrate of First-Class, Siddipet.
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AND WHEREAS '%5'&*:3 High Court upon pez'us%ng the petition and memorandum
or gsoum_a: Hif i herein ' |

Fro «ec-ztor, for the Respondent No.1 and 2 directed issue of
notice 1o the ux t No.2 herein to show cause as to why this CRIMINAL
PETITION should not be admitted.

You viz:
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raticn. Siddipet, Siddipet District.

V wmm date the case stands
etition and the memorandum of




grounds

admitied

the Petitioner/Acs
the Learn=sd Adcitic

The Court made -

Notice frefors

Learned Agd: qonl

and 2 and sceks s
Posi on 1302
Heard M. A

Shaker, learued

conference.

i.carned ™

committed any

according fo the al
under Sections i3

attracted against i

produciion processy,
and the respendent
submitted that the

under Seciion 5401

at i the circumstances

the High Court may be

arance of the petitioner in
o o. 1 of 2025 filed before
Lt Giddipet.

Public Prosecutor takes notice on behalf of respondent Nos. 1

nirnment.

bad Ponda, learned Senior Counsel representing Mr. A. Chandra

setitioner/acceused No.3 appeared through video

o cunsel for the petitioner submitted that the petitioner has not

cree and he was falsely implicated in the present case. Even

restions made in the complaint, the ingrodients for the offence

G2 eeay of Drugs and Cosmetics Act, 1940 act does not

oo

petiticner.
shisifred that the petitioner is neither ‘he manufacturer nor

»ueospeeiiic aliegations that the petitioner participated in the

control, manufacturing, testing or regulatory requirements

wued the bateh of products as not of standard quality. He further
cseondent No.2 has not complied the wandatory requirement
Fihe Act,

Ceansideration the above submissions, this Court is of the view
Seodd P

]

caived for adjudication of the case.



Hence, thore »hall he nlerim stay of all fuvther proceedings in so far as the

petitioner/accused No X is concerned, till then.

To,

—

F,O

Sd/-M. OSMAN ALI BAIG
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

SECTION OFFICER

by At
ine Aud

sl nidicial Maaictrate of
& JuGicial Viagisirate ot

The Drug Inspector, Drugs Conirol Administration, Siddipet, Siddipet District.
(by SPAD- along with a copy of petition and memorandum of grounds)

One CC to SR A CHANDRA SHAKER Advocate [OPUC]

Two CCs to Public Prosecutor, High Court for the State of Telangana,
Hyderabad (OUT)

One spare copy
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