
 

SMT JUSTI CE T. RAJANI  
 

CRI MI NAL PETI TI ON No .3 4 4 3  o f  2 0 1 1  

ORDER:  

 

 This cr im inal pet it ion is filed by the pet it ioner seeking for quash 

of the proceedings in CC.No.764 of 2010 on the file of the X Addit ional 

Chief Met ropolitan Magist rate, Secunderabad. 

 

2. Heard learned counsel for the pet it ioner and learned Public 

Prosecutor.  

 

3. The counsel for the pet it ioner contends that  the officer,   

who invest igated the case, is not  com petent  under the I m m oral Traffic 

(Prevent ion)  Act , 1956 ( for short  ‘the Act ’) . He contends that  as per 

Sect ion 13(2)  of the Act , the State Governm ent  has to appoint  a 

Special Officer for the specified area and under clause (2)  the Special 

Officer shall not  be below the rank of I nspector of Police.     

 

4. Learned Public Prosecutor subm its that  by vir tue of 

G.O.Rt .No.475 Hom e (POI D)  Departm ent  dated 16.08.2011 all the 

I nspectors are appointed as Special Officers to deal with the offence 

under the Act  and hence, the content ion of the counsel for the 

pet it ioner in that  regard fails. 

 

5. Counsel for the pet it ioner m akes a further subm ission that  the 

pet it ioner herein is stated to be a custom er and hence, is not  at t racted 

to the offences under Sect ions 3, 4, and 7 of the Act . He also relies on 

a decision of this Court  in Z. LOURDI AH NAI DU v . STATE OF 

ANDHRA PRADESH
1  wherein it  was held that  Sect ions 3, 4 and 7 are 

not  at t racted to the custom ers.  
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6. Hence, going by the above decision, the proceedings against  the 

pet it ioner need to be quashed.  

 

I n the result , the cr im inal pet it ion is allowed and further 

proceedings in CC.No.764 of 2010 are hereby quashed. As a sequel,  

the m iscellaneous applicat ions, if any pending, shall stand closed.  

 

__________ 

T. RAJANI , J 
November 6, 2017 
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