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HIAYTT uH

"R H I, b AT fefiad) wiethid & geraurag, gfSid a1 fAeradt @ fem R @rer gRen $ik A sifafaas,
2006 TUT Iy TR&T0T SIfAATH, 2019 & T8 T AT U 82"

WRd # &R0, gt AT f3efiadt wewid @ goruaras, gfta
g1 faead @ A= oR @rer gram ik A stfafaam,
2006 AT IgHIadT Heror sifafaas, 2019 & dgd wrfH!
SUAR

i

WRd H gfd, Tequrag a1 fAemadt s e iR Iuwter @rer Ram ik Ae sifafaas (FSSA), 2006 dt
ST TReT0T SfAfATH (CPA), 2019 & d&d alg ST SUFR U & dehd &1 Supreme Court & Ram
Nath v. The State of Uttar Pradesh & Ors. (2024) ¥ ¥ feraT foh FSSA &t 4RT 89 3= WTel-aieft
&STcHeh hIHI ohl STERRISS el 8, [SGch dgd FSSA &l &RT 59 SRRfard siis dem a1 faaRd & & forg
forT fopeht aaRIfAres 331¢ (intention) & +ft T Svfterg <8 (SAMT T SRIET) &1 TTGY 6l 81 39h
SifaRext, CPA, 2019 &l &1 2 & dgd IuHieT Aeradt ar arwyuf @rer arit & Remts IusterT s
gamaa 3R 3T 3@ (product liability) & aTa GRR &R Tehd 8|

wanfra gwad WRfaat adftaan ffa

8 4 2025

7 < ITed - 1 qated <arred High Court of Andhra Pradesh
gt
1. faega fasqwon 2
1. gifafde grae™ 4
111, afdd geheH 7
Iv. HeheH I faeror 8

Vitark Al gRT 3UR - 37d MUY - STANT T Uge SE0T TATUT he
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IR # IR, gFM a1 Befladt wewid § gagurd... I - fawga RAsdwor

1. fasqd fascwor

qgEg RAgia

01 WM FaH ATuRe (FBOs) 3R fachdrsit o1 @%d @i (Strict Liability)

FSSA T RT 26 iR 27 & dgd @Tel a9 ATaRex!, Fafarst Sk fagharatt (J5Ri, gom ofiR feefia’t sifarex) afega)
1 UG I ehied § foh & ST <hl urart GRTYT & Terurae ar SrgRfard st e fararor 38 e Savardt a=rar
g, o4t fah Aunestraja v. State of Tamil Nadu (2024) & #1741 g1

02  TIE chl THRAT o MUR WR Avfiag TuRifde <
FSSA &Y 9RT 59 & dgd rgRfard @rer arafl e a1 faaRd s wR g e RafRor Iusitear &t 811 aret aiRes
T el T1fRaAT (TS Tl g1, TR 9te, 1R die a1 7]7) & SITUR WR §idT &, S 9 Agi+ ° diehe STTefiad
FHREY 3R 10 ARG IUY dh & S deh 81 Gehd! g, ST foh Anand Ramdhani Chaurasia v. State of
Maharashtra (2019) ¥ ¥@ifchd fhar a1 81

03 TSI opT "WST" <hl gRMTST & 317HT S1fAaRt

FSSA & ESTcHe UTaeT=! a1 4RI 59 & dgd fohdl! oft el @t am] el & forg a8 wnfta fopar S sasass &
faanfea it FSSA &t a1 3(j) & dgd "' (Food) et et it o fiar Sielt g, S ok Kuru Vijay
Kumar v. State of Telangana (2622) & @ fohar w1 g1

04  IMTURTIeh HRT (Intention) o foAT oft TRed Genfaes SroRTe

AT SATURTIE S (S IPC/BNS) & fauid, FSSA &t &RT 59 o dad SToRTe g et o forg fonstt oft fafre
STRIfeh HRAT (intention) ot TTfeId et Y STTaRTehdT g1 gidT; A IUTE SRRFE &, ot haet ITh! freht a7 sgRor
&l 3 o forg uatt &, e 9T 48(1) & dgd STaférd I HiSG 8, S fh A.5 v. State (2025) # T fohar T 81

=raraal & 39 9 Ay fkRar

wats =y w1 Yated =maTerd 3 T fohar ¢ foh @rer gRefm & & | FSSA, 2006 Tes gut SR amues fgar

g (self-contained code) &1 FSSA &t &RT 89 3= g+t Wrer-Haieft sl IR gedreht
(overriding effect) gidt &, fSIHch SRUT URUR EeTHes Uraem i (S IPC/BNS) & dgd
MR IR HeheHT T8l T ST Hehdl, Sfcth chaet FSSA & dgd & 9% i fafre
HriaTg! Sl ST Fehal! B
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IR # IR, gFM a1 Befladt wewid § gagurd... I - fawga RAsdwor

S ATy Y « AR I AT 1 §S Uigoifi & g 5eg & A (Salwa Cafe wrae) & w7 % @rer
par ReN SR Y ST SIS & ST, STE AT STORITI R & qEd ST SR S
TR SR SR (S TR-3R1Ga §<T) ST 6, T81 IR STORTAeh hidarg! el gt
g @ifst gt foman i gewd, siam fs Abdul Khader v. State of Kerala (2014) 8 @t
T
« 3Ty U&eT 3= ArTd A ©ff Aerae & grferar A | T fRar foh FSSA &l arT 89 Rl
=g Gfgar (BNS) & uraen=i wR oft sferzrsfEn usre Radt €, 3fiR afe fAdmed s & g
Y fordlt mivfR e a1 g &t i IR 81 8, df SaFd ok Al & HaRor d 39 9 W
fa=mrR foran sirgem, St fok Apurva Vinaykanth Chavda v. State of Andhra Pradesh
(2025) & q forar
o AT ST AT = U ATAA 3 STl Wie bl 2ofl T T 8 a1 fAdmae & @ FSSA
HIeh! & GRR T ITER URURE HTORTIR AT S g, T G8laTeh aRisd (S9 IPC 272,
273) o dgd &t urafafeRat st fAREd st a1 gfeentor ra=man ¢, asrd fafre denfaes @n
Iuaed gl, 541 foh Kuncharapu Venkatesh v. State of Telangana (2022) ® forar |

sfaoffa &= ar Farafrat

glditch Ram Nath (2024) & 91 g AU 8 gebl & foh FSSA &t &RT 89 AT AT (S IPC/BNS) & dgd faerae
(IPC 272, 273) & heH! hl STARIISS ed! &, aAfch TR AT H STg! HeTact a1 Giod e oh ol 1R dte a1 77 &t
STt 8, a81 TR-gred g (IPC 304A a1 BNS & dgd THeheT) Sl AT STRifdes eRIst & IR Syt R §© I
et (Abdul Khader) o1 {9 7d 81 8, STt 319t oft 5 &< dop sl et ot fawd gl
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IR # IR, gFM a1 Befladt wewid § gagurd... I1 - wifafds grayarT

11. Gifafdes graym s

SECTION 59, FOOD SAFETY AND STANDARDS ACT, 2006 — PUNISHMENT FOR UNSAFE FO00D

SIRfErd e o fAmfoT, sigror, foshl, faazor ar smara & forg gte i wiefizar (Fmamor gte, ik 9ie a1 ) & SR W)
PRI 3R SAT T Aofiag UTaeT odl gl

"Any person who, whether by himself or by any other person on his behalf, manufactures for sale
or stores or sells or distributes or imports any article of food for human consumption which is
unsafe, shall be punishable,--

(i) where such failure or contravention does not result in injury, with imprisonment for a term which may

extend to three months and also with fine which may extend to three lakh rupees;

(i) where such failure or contravention results in a non-grievous injury, with imprisonment for a term
which may extend to one year and also with fine which may extend to three lakh rupees;

(iii) where such failure or contravention results in a grievous injury, with imprisonment for a term which
may extend to six years and also with fine which may extend to five lakh rupees;

(iv) where such failure or contravention results in death, with imprisonment for a term which shall not be
less than seven years but which may extend to imprisonment for life and also with fine which shall not be
less than ten lakh rupees." 3gd: Ram Nath v. The State of Uttar Pradesh & Ors., Anand Ramdhani
Chaurasia v. State of Maharashtra, Abdul Khader v. State of Kerala, Aunestraja v. State of Tamil Nadu, Kuru
Vijay Kumar v. State of Telangana, Apurva Vinaykanth Chavda v. State of Andhra Pradesh, Kuncharapu
Venkatesh v. State of Telangana, A.5 v. State
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IR # IR, gFM a1 Befladt wewid § gagurd... I1 - wifafds grayarT

SECTION 27, FOOD SAFETY AND STANDARDS ACT, 2006 — LIABILITY OF THE MANUFACTURERS, PACKERS,
WHOLESALERS, DISTRIBUTORS AND SELLERS

QTeT GRETT HTeh! T Jeeio i alet, fay &Y & goqurt fafd & are i &t syfd e aret a1 sraee gRfRAfaat &
@rer 9t RaA aret Fafarst, A fashara, faavent ok fasharsi &t ! Sarees! 99 Sl gl

"(1) The manufacturer or packer of an article of food shall be liable for such article of food if it does

not meet the requirements of this Act and the rules and regulations made thereunder.

(2) The wholesaler or distributor shall be liable under this Act for any article of food which is-- (a) supplied
after the date of its expiry; or (b) stored or supplied in violation of the safety instructions of the
manufacturer; or (c) unsafe or misbranded; or (d) unidentifiable of manufacturer from whom the article of
food have been received; or (e) stored or handled or kept in violation of the provisions of this Act, the rules
and regulations made thereunder; or (f) received by him with knowledge of being unsafe.

(3) The seller shall be liable under this Act for any article of food which is-- (a) sold after the date of its
expiry; or (b) handled or kept in unhygienic conditions; or (c) misbranded; or (d) unidentifiable of the
manufacturer or the distributors from whom such articles of food were received; or (e) received by him

with knowledge of being unsafe." 3gd: Aunestraja v. State of Tamil Nadu

SECTION 26, FOOD SAFETY AND STANDARDS ACT, 2006 — RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE FOOD BUSINESS
OPERATOR

Uk Wrel FIHN HdTeieh (FBO) aht 370+t G301 & dgd SedTa, UEehul, fararor iR fasht & aeft =—ort & sier <t gren
gAfga st o1 fAcr & 8 3R srgfara a1 fAemadt WisH s @ ufaefad axar gl

"(1) Every food business operator shall ensure that the articles of food satisfy the requirements of
this Act and the rules and regulations made thereunder at all stages of production, processing,
import, distribution and sale within the businesses under his control.

(2) No food business operator shall himself or by any person on his behalf manufacture, store, sell or
distribute any article of food-- (i) which is unsafe; or (ii) which is misbranded or sub-standard or contains
extraneous matter; or (iii) for which a licence is required, except in accordance with the conditions of the
licence; or (iv) which is for the time being prohibited by the Food Authority or the Central Government or
the State Government in the interest of public health; or (v) in contravention of any other provision of this
Act or of any rule or regulation made thereunder." 3gd: Aunestraja v. State of Tamil Nadu
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IR # IR, gFM a1 Befladt wewid § gagurd... I1 - wifafds grayarT

SECTION 2, CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT, 2019 — DEFINITIONS OF COMPLAINT AND CONSUMER

U AR & STURY &l TR el 8, FoaH arwyut Are, Sitad @ GR&M & folg WA @rer ey se-T 3R Iareg
@R (product liability) & dgd wRaTS A &1

"(6) \"complaint\" means any allegation in writing, made by a complainant for obtaining any relief
provided by or under this Act, that — (ii) the goods bought by him or agreed to be bought by him
suffer from one or more defects; (v) the goods, which are hazardous to life and safety when used,
are being offered for sale to the public -- (a) in contravention of standards relating to safety of such
goods as required to be complied with, by or under any law for the time being in force; (b) where
the trader knows that the goods so offered are unsafe to the public; (vii) a claim for product
liability action lies against the product manufacturer, product seller or product service provider, as
the case may be;" 3G research Ul # I&TAT T
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IR # IR, gFM a1 Befladt wewid § gagurd...

IIT. ﬁw 8 gagH - ot

# qHEHAT

01 Ram Nath v. The State of Uttar
Pradesh & Ors.
ESCR010001082024

02 Anand Ramdhani Chaurasia v. State
of Maharashtra
HCBM010327132019

03 Abdul Khader v. State of Kerala
KLHC010165032013

04 Aunestraja v. State of Tamil Nadu
HCMD010942632024

05 Kuru Vijay Kumar v. State of

Telangana
HBHC010196282022

06 Apurva Vinaykanth Chavda v. State

of Andhra Pradesh
APHC010195892025

07 Kuncharapu Venkatesh v. State of

Telangana
HBHC010621922022

08 A.5v. State
APHC010195982025
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qrara g

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

BOMBAY HIGH COURT

HIGH COURT OF KERALA

MADRAS HIGH COURT

HIGH COURT FOR STATE
OF TELANGANA

HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA
PRADESH

HIGH COURT FOR STATE
OF TELANGANA

HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA
PRADESH

T

2024

2019

2014

2024

2022

2025

2022

2025

III - uffa gwed

g fAoig
FSSA &t 9RT 89 & dgd @Tel fAeiTae R dhael
FSSA @] ghm, IPC =il

SIRfAd ST & ATel | dte hY defikar &
SR Hfieg &8 AN

S UrgSI-T & 7eg 819 W FSSA 3R IPC & dgd
TR hrfaret 9|

SrqRferd ar ufasfd @mer uaref & faght & forg
FBOs 3fRR fashdr Tfier StRerft

FSSA & &8TaTen alfded o forg awg et 'siie
BT STaTh &

fAeradt =Y amyfd AmTet # BNS R FSSA &
SfaisfET guma fi gfE|

T &t oft § 7 3719 aret ITal )R FSSA &
o fafre g ey

FSSA &t &IRT 59 & dgd SrRferd e & forg
JMTURT AR HIT 3Tk =gl |
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ART # TR, gH a1 AT wewntd & gagura.. IV - H&Ed &1 Ao

IV

01

02

Ram Nath v. The State of Uttar Pradesh & Ors.

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2024-02-21 - 2024 INSC 138

g AT Food Safety and Standards Act, 2006 (FSSA) 3R Penal Code, 1860 @ &RT 272 g 273 & &9 o TRER day
YT uT1 g U gg o foh T FSSA & @R 81 & aTe, @rel fAeae & A« # Penal Code & dgd GehaHT IeTral ST Gehd &
=raTer = Aoty fean fo FSSA &t oRT 89 3@ o=y Tt Al WR U (overriding effect) 3cft 81 gaforg, w@mer grem @ 52
STRTe o forg dhael FSSA & UTae™ @] g1 3R Penal Code &t RT3 & d8d Qeh AT HeheHT g1 aeiial ST Tehd | =TTl =
e fohar o6 FSSA & dgd shriarg! sifdes wak & ok 399 foheht aafaay t &t IR Ef3d @t ot u €Y 8t I

frofa GUH IE = AT foh FSSA &t 9RT 89 & hRuT, ETer JRaf iR ferae & Heifera srure & forg Shaet FSSA @mg gl $iR
IPC &t 9RT 272 @ 273 & d8d IR HhGHT o] Il ST TehdT| =TT 3 g +ff T famar foh FSSA &t &RT 59 & dgd
SR ST are= T STURTY fRieg ot & forg foReht smoifdres Ham (intention) &t smasaesar T8t gidt, afceh dhaet awT
48(1) & a5 SafErd I &t 59 g Taf g

“By virtue of s.89 of the FSSA, s.59 will override the provisions of ss.272 and 273, IPC - Therefore, there
will not be any question of simultaneous prosecution under both the statutes... Under s.59 of the FSSA, a
person commits an offence who, whether by himself or by any person on his behalf, manufactures for
sale or stores or sells or distributes any article of food for human consumption which is unsafe.”

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2024 Hda ESCRO10001082024

Anand Ramdhani Chaurasia v. State of Maharashtra
BOMBAY HIGH COURT - 2019-09-13 - WP/3607/2019

gg AHaT Gutka SR Pan Masala & gRuT § §efad g, St @red & fog g1 & ok fSi=g Maharashtra I<a & @Ter Refn
Sifafae & dgd ufasifaa fomar mar &1 anfrerrenatsii o= IPC i em=T 188, 273 3R 328 a1 Food Safety & Standards Act, 2006
& faf 9 uraum & dgd mAfdl oot 6t 71E oft | arfteprerdten & 3T MR R UTAfAdh ol IE et it AT Y foh haet WSROT e
IPC &t T 328 (a8t uaref shr IUTIT ek dic UgarT) o dad U1 gl & SR URT 188 & dgd shridTel & folg ST AT
I HISIG 81 8| ATITed A 37 it aehl R faaR foRar sk ag MufRa st o vams fora s aam 371 aisit & dga amel s=ar g
g1 HAATE! Sheel WTel YR&T i deh A gt =1fey|

frofa STF 8BTS chlc A FSSA & dgd HehcH! hl algdt shriuuTel! chl e fohar| =amarerd 3 AT foh {9 Setadl # Shaet SATT
gid1 8, Ient (vl A1fAd ifdeRY (Designated Officer) W& &hx Hehdl 8, STafch RTATY i TS dTet Ti+fR AR &t

AR # AT ST eI eh 6| 38 AR, STRI&d A & Al d 9RT 59 & dgd die i 7RaT & rgaR Avfieg &3
SIS
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ART # TR, gH a1 AT wewntd & gagura.. IV - H&Ed &1 Ao

03

04

“If he is satisfied that the contravention is liable to be punished with imprisonment, he is bound to send
his recommendation to the Commissioner within fourteen days seeking his sanction for prosecution.
However, when he arrives at a conclusion that the contravention should be punishable with fine only, he
himself would decide the same... Even Section 59 of FSS Act would get attracted if any person who,
whether by himself or by any other person on his behalf, manufactures for sale or stores or sells or
distributes or imports any article of food for human consumption which is unsafe and the penalty is then

prescribed depending upon the nature of the injury.”

BOMBAY HIGH COURT - 2019 Hd HCBM010327132019

Abdul Khader v. State of Kerala
HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2014-12-09 - CRL.MC/1266/2013

gg AT 'Salwa Cafe' & #1ferenl gRT 'Shavarma' & farcht & dafad 8, foraeh a7 & 3 @ ol 1efR s drgaif g8 sk e
kT Y G 81 TS| ATAehTeRd el 7 VR &8 Hfgar (Indian Penal Code) & dgd d g1 SITURIAh hfaTe! ohl 9 STTYUR R T
& i 7T Y ot iR Food Safety & Standards Act, 2006 & @R g & &g YR 8 dfgdT & defda uraem Ayt gt mg

&1 AT A U8 ad @RS o & fon & srovy W= ofR SieliT &1 =raTerd = 711 foh @rer YReN i o ded dridTe! 3R YR
&3 dfgdr & dgd STURTTYc AT Yeh T1Y Il Hdhd & Rilich QI ohl 6.9 311X STURTY <l Uepfd 9 8, 39feIg hrfare! ol g dhent ©
TR R e |

froia R B8 IC A TS UIGSI-IT oh hRUT g8 Heg oh AT H TSI o dgd ATURITY ShRIaTe! i T P  3ThR X
f&am =amarer 3 /T fh 97et 8t FSSA el €RT 89 T 1= WTel hiAl UR SNeRIS(ST UTE 8, Afch afe amr=a &g dfgar & agd
SURTY < Uepfd 3R Igd T a8 97 3R T 8 (S ok g i & 7 shilkd giH1), df GHHIR hRidTe! IelTs ST ehd!
gl

“Section 89 of the Act giving overriding effect of this Act over all other food related laws which reads as
follows: Section 89 overriding effect of this Act over all other food related laws:- The provisions of this Act
shall have effect notwithstanding anything inconsistent therewith contained in any other law for the

time being in force or in any instrument having effect by virtue of any law other than this Act.”

HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2014 Hd KLHC010165032013

Aunestraja v. State of Tamil Nadu
MADRAS HIGH COURT - 2024-10-30 - CRL OP(MD)/14942/2024

g AT Whell Tedl o st e Saral, fay = & 'Cool Lip' & Fedt o1d 3R 37 gouaiT @ Haifdd &1 =marera = =T sae &t
o 9 & ITE Il I fi3geh, A 6 AT & ik Qeifores w0 I s & forw IRkd w= @ &1 759 Sw =T 7 9faa™ &
Article 47, Juvenile Justice (Care and Protection) Act, 2015 &t Section 77, 3fR Food Safety and Standards Act &t
YRTSAT AT gaTelT & §U Y 3R he TR I T Wk i Akt o fIY e shed Iom ol e | =marera = Fmfarst, favent
3R fasharsit &l STaradat R SR faan 3k st @l 37 g1fAehRes uardt 6t uga @ g 7@+ o foIg aamdes gRafm Iurdl &l A1 A
e i
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ART # TR, gH a1 AT wewntd & gagura.. IV - H&Ed &1 Ao

05

06

Frofa  TGTH BTS hiE A FSSA &t &RT 26(2) 3R 27 & dgd fmfarst, faavent sk facharait &t Tred starae at Fifeha fama
AT = 71T {36 antg off @rer sagama HaTeeh SrgRier, afear ar ufasfad @rer uarf e fmfor, sisror ar faaror 98 R
GehdT g, 3R TUT IoeieT FSSA ahl eTRT 59 o dgd G819 STIRTY &1

“No food business operator shall himself or by any person on his behalf manufacture, store, sell or
distribute any article of food- (i) which is unsafe; or (ii) which is misbranded or sub-standard or contains
extraneous matter... Section 27 of the said Act makes all the manufacturers packers, wholesalers,

distributors and sellers liable for meeting the requirements under the Act.”

MADRAS HIGH COURT - 2024 Ha HCMD010942632024

Kuru Vijay Kumar v. State of Telangana
HIGH COURT FOR STATE OF TELANGANA - 2022-07-14 - CRLP/2633/2022

gg "\a Criminal Petitions &Y Gen 9@ g, fora# anfaai 3 Section 482 of Cr.P.C. & dgd faf¥ FIRs 3R criminal
proceedings @t I &z dht 71T I &1 3T ifafRea, a1faal & Tefdd amel & sted 6 7 Juf ot 32 I o1 fAder & o off
Sy foma 81

frofa AT 818 ahic = TUE fohar foh FSSA T a1 59(1) & d8d &I 9 @ o folq g TTfad a1 StfHard g o Sied ar
faranfea arft FSSA <t 9T 3(j) & d8d "' (Food) &t aRwTeT o SRR & STt 81 afe armft Ara I & forg sifasa
Qe Yt Y Sft @ 91ER 8, A FSSA o J8d HehaHT ol Il ST HeadT|

“to bring the case within the ambit of the said provision i.e., Section 59(1), it has to be established that the
articles found in the possession of the petitioners falls within the ambit of the definition "food" as
defined in the Food Safety and Standards Act, 2006. Section 3(i) of the Food Safety and Standards Act,

2006 defines what "food" means...”

HIGH COURT FOR STATE OF TELANGANA - 2022 @d HBHC010196282022

Apurva Vinaykanth Chavda v. State of Andhra Pradesh
HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH - 2025-07-02 - CRLP/4203/2025

g A foredTen fawufd daem= (TTD) gRT @RI 1Y Y # fAdrae & sTRIUT € 9aifdd &1 $TRIU & foh sifergadt = aifeier T
ST GEaTaSTi o ATed & e Ut fohy SR afear TR a1 ©f qwes fora, fSrae ug) =« (LARD) Si¥t gTi-ehRen dd UTq 77| I8
e A hael Wkl I TfHeh HTaTSM el HTed A a1l 8, dfeeh @Ter GR&f Al l Wi 1R Ieeie g1 =amarerd = Are &t ffiRar
3R Sif= I AT &R =R a=d gu sifvigerl sl sema arfienrstt o Fofg gama

frofa  SATYT U1 8T8 ahie A fawufa df e Ae § FSSA &t g1 59 3R 89 & a1t ugqell W e fhan| =amarera 3 A
o @mer fAeae & SIRIYT W YR =g fgaT (BNS) & wrae=t dhl g & FSSA T Ser=TsfE usira @] gidr 8, $fk Ig oft
T # for o Iusiiv & s arafds T @ Rt ik e a1 g i R T g1 sHd ok e D RufRa &

o Ueh UG fieh a2 g1
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ART # TR, gH a1 AT wewntd & gagura.. IV - H&Ed &1 Ao

07

08

“It is the contention of the learned senior counsels appearing for the petitioners that there is absolutely
no complaint from any quarter stating that any person suffered any grievous injury or death because of
consumption of the adulterated food in the case on hand... The other ground that has been raised is with

regard to over-riding effect of section 89 of the FSS Act, 2006 over the provisions of the BNS.”

HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH - 2025 |d APHC010195892025

Kuncharapu Venkatesh v. State of Telangana
HIGH COURT FOR STATE OF TELANGANA - 2022-12-19 - CRLP/10287/2022

Ig gt Criminal Petition No. 10287 of 2022 & Gefarq g, STat arfiehieharail 7 3 fa¥g &ot FIR No. 45 of 2022 &l
(quash) &= &t | T ot 39 IR IPC &t Sections 270, 272, 273 3R COTP Act, 2003 @I Section 20(2) & dgd daTe SdTal
& Y AR, HeRUT 3R uRag &1 SR 7T a1 AT1\n\n=amarerd 3 3 fUset fofat a1 garer &d gg #m {6 5= fafre
4RI & Tgd TG 1Y SRIY HIS[ET d28] TR AT 61 814 & | $Hh TRUTHAERY, 3o RTeid = shididle! ohl 3§ e fedT| =ararerd §
Gt SrfemiRal i arRiepTeraren T Sted 6l 718 Ul ot IRT T & aTe wite™ o1 fAger fRar g1

Rrofa AT 8T8 chic A AT foh dalTe ScTal h HeRUT 3R URagH & Amel | G Sedet arrsit (Si€ 270, 272, 273) &
dgd TR IRAd 781 & afe it FSSA a1 Heiédt sifafaam (COTP Act) & fafre uraumi grT anfid gt 81 dagar,
RT3 So URISA & dgd &of ShRIdTa! ahi g e el

“The Food Safety and Standards Act 20tl6 is a consolidati< n of laws relating to food in the co-rntr-v
which lays dorvn ,he basic standards for articles of llrocl and to regulate th:ir rnanufacture, storage,

distribution and sale so as to ( nsure safetv and wholesom,:ncss {)f food for human corsunrption.”

HIGH COURT FOR STATE OF TELANGANA - 2022 Hd HBHC010621922022

A.5v. State

HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH - 2025-07-02 - CRLP/4187/2025

g AT foreufd arerrstt #iex (TTD) @l Laddu Prasadam s9= & folg Simyfd fohg g € # 9t firefrae o omRidT & Seifaa g1
IR & fh Srfergat 3 Tan soRiferes Tforer T&ft, forad el axarail ot SUdT ek (AfdaTd (tenders) g1fet & 18 ofR AT
TOTgT gt ©f & T fAeradt (R areafa ol ag] a9 enfae oft) &t smgfd 6t 751 39 giaryst § 7 dhad TTD ot fa<fia
TerdT g3, dfceh ol ot anfiics wira-mait et off 39 gl 1\n\n3ifegertt &k Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita (BNS), Food Safety
and Standards Act (FSS Act), 3R Prevention of Corruption Act & dgd fafSra urrsit & e gf fovar mar 81 adar smer
¥, AT A 37 ITURITA ArfenTsil R feR s gy ifergert gRT SRR S (bail) et @1 feror i g1

Frofa 3778 TR2T BT ahIC = G IE & Ram Nath et &l g1 gY AT foh FSSA &l 9IRT 59 & dgd STRfard i st
T ITIRTY g o o forg fonedft smuRifdres SR (intention) <hY 3maRgehdT gl gidt, STt foh SmSdieht &t e 272 & dgd
TG eh U g1 39 UhR FSSA & dgd &l 31fdieh T3 & 3R FSSA &l 9RT 89 3= |HI &hlfA! UR BTdll Tgqit 8l
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IR # IR, gFM a1 Befladt wewid § gagurd... IV - H&Ed &1 Ao

“Section 59 FSSA does not require the presence of intention as contemplated by Section 272IPC. Under
Section 59 FSSA, a person commits an offence who, whether by himself or by any person on his behalf,
manufactures for sale or stores or sells or distributes any article of food for human consumption which is

unsafe.”

HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH - 2025 |d APHC010195982025

A EHIOT

g A Vitark Al gRT 9resi<eh 0 T IUared fAufal 3R Iuatimeral & U8t & SR R dOR fohar T §1 I8 dhaat RO Tgradr & forw € iR
FIE 9eTg (legal advice) =gl 81 fnedt off filing, opinion, AT correspondence # IualT & & ugat @+t case citations, holdings 3R
quotations @t g fAufa (source judgment) & g Wd= ¥4 T T fohar ST A1RRY |
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