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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

NAGPUR BENCH : NAGPUR

CRIMINAL APPLICATION  (APL) NO. 621  OF  2023

Dashrath s/o Rayasing Chavhan
Vs.

State of Maharashtra, Thru. PSO, PS Manora, Dist. Washim and anr. 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Office notes, Office Memoranda of

Coram, appearances, Court's orders  Court's or Judge's Orders.

or directions and Registrar's orders.

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Mr.  Vickky  Gokhale,  Advocate  h/f  Mr.  R.J.  Shinde,
Advocate for petitioner. 
Mr. M.J. Khan, APP for respondent No.1/State. 
Mr. Rutuja Palaspagar, Advocate for assist to prosecutor. 

  CORAM  :  URMILA JOSHI PHALKE, AND  

           PRAVIN S. PATIL, JJ. 

     DATE    :  04.12.2025

  The present application is preferred by

the applicant for quashing of the FIR and consequent

proceedings arising out of the same bearing Crime

No.109/2023  registered  under  Section  409  of  the

Indian Penal Code.

2. The crime is registered on the basis of a

report lodged by the Naib Tahsildar, on an allegation

that during inspection of the fair price shop of the

present applicant, it reveals to him that the applicant

has not distributed food-grains, which is reserved for

the  poor  strata  of  the  society  and  committed  the

misappropriation of the same. 

Prity



2 / 2                               919.apl621.2023

3. It is further alleged that the applicant has

misappropriated  the  stock  of  a  food-grains  which

was  lifted  on  the  name  of  the  dead  persons  and

thereby misappropriated the same. 

4. On  the  basis  of  the  said  report,  police

have  registered  the  crime  against  the  present

applicant.   During  investigation,  the  statements  of

the various witnesses are recorded and from which it

reveals that prima facie case is made out against the

present  applicant.  Therefore,  we  have  shown  our

disinclination to entertain the present application at

the initial stage and therefore, we have also declined

to issue the notice to the non-applicants. 

5. Considering  the  prima  facie material

against  the  present  applicant.  The  application

deserves to be rejected. Accordingly, we proceed to

pass the following order :

O R D E R

 The application is rejected. 

                      (PRAVIN S. PATIL, J.)     (URMILA JOSHI PHALKE, J.)
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