
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

Between:

Perni Rahul, S/o. Vijaya Kumar, Occ: Business, FL/o.H.No. 3701140 near
lmage Hospital, Rainbow Vistas, Ivladhapur, Hyderabad:

...PETITIONER/ACCUSED No.7

AND

The State of Telangana, Rep by its Public Prosecutor, High Court at
Hyderabad.

...RESPONDENT/COMPLAINANT

CRLPMP. NO: 9772 OF 2015

Petition under Seclion 482 of Cr.P.C praying that in the circumstances

stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may be

pleased to grant stay of all further proceedings in P.R.C.No.5 of 2015 on the file of

lX MM Cyberabad at Kukatpally, R.R.District including personal appearance of the

petitioner/A-7 herein.

This Petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Memorandum of

Grounds of Criminal Petition and upon hearing the arguments of Sri M. Jayaram

Reddy, Advocate for the Petitioner and the Public Prosecutor (TG) on behalf of the

Respondent.

The Court made the following: ORDER

THURSDAY, THE THIRTIETH DAY OF JUNE
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE A.SANTHOSH REDDY

CRIMINAL PETITION NO: 9714 OF 2015
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Petition under Section 482 of Cr.P .C praying that in the circumstances

stated in the Memorandum of Grounds of Criminal Petition, the High Court may be

pleased to quash the P.R.C.No.S of 2015 on the file of lX M.M Cyberabad at

Kukatpally, R.R, District.
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CRI-.P.No.9714 OF 2015

'lhis pctition is lllcd undcr Section:11{l Cr.t'}.( .. sceking to

quash proceedings against thc pctitioncr'. uho is A-7 in P.R.C.No.5 ol

2015 on the file ol IX Metropolitan Magistratc. Kukatpally, Ranga

Reddy District.

2. Heard learned counsel lor thc petitioner/.,\ 7 arrd thc lcarned

Assistant Pubic Prosecutor representing thc Statc.

3. Thc allegation against thc pctitioncr is that on credible

information of organized prostitution rcccivcd on 18.01.2015,

the police conducted raid at thc housc ol

A-5 at Srinivas colony, Manikonda and lirund n-5 and

A-6 indulging tn prostitution ri ith r ictinrs l'ooia irr)Purvi

(l-W.5) and Dimple (LW.6) with A-7 and apprclrcndcd thcrn on the

same day. Thereafter, potice, (iachihorr li Poiicc Sterion rcgistcred a

case in Crime No. l6 ol- l0l5 o1' (iachihou li [)olice Station,

Cyberabad I)istrict for thc oll'enccs purrishablc urrdcr Scctions 3..1,5

and 6 of Immoral trallic (l)rcr,e rrtion ) ..\ct. l()i6 ( Ibr. short "thc Act")

and 370 (a) (2) IPC. Alier cornplction ol' inr csrisation. thc police
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filed charge sheet beficre the IX Metropolitan Magistrate of First

class, cyberabad ar Kukarpalry, R.R.District in pRC.No.5 of 2015.

4. Learned counsel lor the pctitioner sublnits that the petitioner is

only a customer, who visired the said brothel house lbr prostitution on

payment made to othcr accuscd and as per the settled law in this

regard, customer is n<lr liable f.or prosccution ftlr any of the offences

registered against hint. .l.hcrcforc, 
allowing the proceedings to be

continued against hirn u,ould anlourit to abusc ol process of Court.

5. In similar circumsranccs. rhis (.ou( allowcd Crl.p.No. 7756 of
2015 vide order, datcd 07.09.2015 and the Andhra pradesh High

Court allowed Crl.p.No,l900 ol l0ll vide order, d.ated 21.04.2022,

by following the diclr-rrn raid dorvn i-t.\ri Rrx4tendra Singh v.state of
Karnatakat and Gttenktt .Sctjott Kutrtar v.stare of A.l, and quashed

the proceedings against rhc accuscd therein, who visited the brothel

house for prostituti... on thc gror_rnd that thcy are rnere customers and

they are not Iiable lbr pr-osccurio, cithcr lbr rhe ol.lcnce under Section

3 or under Section 6 ol'the ,\ct.

f i;i;'i); ii.3i:.1,orrl]r0.,,,n 
2() o r 2o.2 r. Ka,ri,,aka uich court ar lre nsaruru



3

To,

ASR,J
crlp 97 t4 2OI5

6. Coming to the present case, the peritioner/n_7 is only a

customer, who visited the brothel house for prostitution. Ijurtlrer. the

lacts of the present case are squarely covered by the judgrrents cited

supra. As such, this Court is of the view that continualion o{. thc

present proceedings would amount to abuse of proccss of. larv.

l. For the reasons shted above, thc Crirninai Perition is
allowed and the proceedings against the petitioncr/A_ / in p.R.c.No.5

ol20l 5 on the file of IX Metropolitan Magisrrate. Kukatpallr, Ranga

I{eddy District, are hereby quashed. Miscellaneous pcrrrions. il.an.v.

l',cnd ing shall stand closed.
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HIGH COURT

DATED: 3010612022

ORDER

CRL.P.No.9714 of 2015

ALLOWING THE CRIMINAL PETITION
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