
THE HON�BLE SRI JUSTICE M.SATYANARAYANA MURTHY 
 

CRIMINAL REVISION CASE No.1013 of 2005 
 

 

ORDER:  

 This Crim inal Revision Case, under Sect ions 397 and 401 

of Cr.P.C, is filed quest ioning the propriety of the Order in 

Crim inal Appeal No.17 of 2000 passed by the Principal Sessions 

Judge, R.R. Dist r ict  at  L.B.Nagar, Hyderabad, reducing 

confiscat ion from  50%  to 20% .  

 

The I nspector of Police, Vigilance and Enforcem ent , R.R. 

Dist r ict  registered a Crim e No.66/ VCRR/ 97 dt . 15.10.1997 

report ing confiscat ion of the Essent ial Com m odit ies on the 

ground that  the pet it ioner cont ravened Clauses 3,4(1) , Cl.4 (2)  

and Cl.5 of Pulses, Edible Oil Seeds and Edible Oils (  Storage 

Cont rol Order, 1977) , Clauses 8,9, and 12, Condit ion 2 (c)  and 3 

of the Licence, Condit ion No.4, 2 (c)  and 3,4,5,6,7(1)  and 8 of 

the Licence Clause (3)  of the A.P Exhibit ion of Rice Lists of Good 

Order, 1966, Condit ion 10 of licences Condit ion 12 of the Licence 

of AP Scheduled Com m odit ies Dealers ( licensing and 

Dist r ibut ion)  Order, 1982 and seized the stock on ground under 

cover of panchanam a in the presence of m ediators and filed a 

report  under Sect ion 6 (A)  of Essent ial Com m odit ies Act  before 

the Joint  Collector, who in turn issued not ice show cause calling 

upon the pet it ioner to show cause why the stocks seized should 

be confiscated to the State.  

 

Upon enquiry, the Joint  Collector found the pet it ioner 

guilty for violat ion of APSCD (L&D)  Order, 1982 and other 
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Cont rol Orders stated above, and ordered 50%  confiscat ion  of 

the seized stock to the Governm ent .  

 

Aggrieved by the Order dt .6.11.1999 passed by the Joint  

Collector, Rangareddy Dist r ict , Crim inal Appeal No.17 of 2000 

was ended in dism issal by the Judgm ent  30.09.2002,  reducing 

confiscat ion from  50%  to 20% . 

  

 Dissat isfied with the reduct ion of confiscat ion from  50%  to 

20% , the pet it ioner herein filed the present  revision on various 

grounds.  The m ain ground is that  pet it ioner is not  carrying on 

clandest ine business for sale of essent ial com m odit ies in 

cont ravent ion of any of the Cont rol Order, but  the appellate 

court  did not  consider various content ions and concluded that  he 

violated the term s and condit ions of licence and various 

provisions of Cont rol Orders and thereby com m it ted an illegality 

in the order passed by the Court .  

 

The Joint  Collector on receipt  of Report  from  I nspector of 

Police, Vigilance and Enforcem ent , issued show cause not ice on 

the pet it ioner and after receiving not ice dt . 23.10.1997 under 

Sect ion 6 (B) , the pet it ioner herein gave writ ten explanat ion 

through his counsel.  Upon hearing both the part ies, the Joint  

Collector passed the im pugned Order, found the pet it ioner guilty 

for violat ion of the Cont rol Orders referred supra. 

 

The fact  finding recorded by the Joint  Collector is that  the 

pet it ioner had violated the Orders referred to supra including 

APSCD (L & D)  Order, 1982 and License and Dist r ibut ion Order 
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though not  specific.  But , during appeal also, the Appellate Court  

did not  discuss anything, but  reduced the confiscat ion while 

upholding the alleged cont ravent ion indirect ly.  

 

But , before this Court  no specific ground is raised except  

contending that  the pet it ioner is not  carrying on any clandest ine 

business and not  violated any of the cont rol orders passed under 

Sect ion 3 of Essent ial Com m odit ies Act . When both the Joint  

Collector and the Appellate Court  recorded concurrent  fact  

finding, this Court  cannot  norm ally interfere with such fact  

finding while exercising power under Sect ions 397 and 401 

Cr.P.C., in view of the lim ited jur isdict ion that  conferred on this 

Court  except  under the circum stances where the findings are 

m anifest ly perverse or apparent ly erroneous.  The t r ial recorded 

a fact  finding that  the pet it ioner violated the orders stated above 

and ordered confiscat ion.  While disposing appeal, the appellate 

Court  reduced the confiscat ion from  50%  to 20% .  But  in the 

present  revision, I  find no ground to interfere with the fact  

finding recorded by the Courts below and I  also find no ground 

to reduce the confiscat ion further, from  20% .  Therefore, the 

appeal is devoid of m erits and it  is liable to be dism issed.  

 

Accordingly, this Crim inal Revision Case is dism issed.  

 

 

          Consequent ly, m iscellaneous applicat ions pending, if any, 

shall also stand dism issed. 

   

_________________________________________ 

JUSTICE M. SATYANARAYANA MURTHY 

 

Date:04.09.2017 

eha 
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