
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

W.P.No.2918 OF 2013 

ORDER: 

 Heard  Mr.V.Roopesh Kumar Reddy for petitioner and  the 

Assistant Government Pleader (Home) for respondents 1 and  2. 

 

 The petitioner p rays for the following relief: 

       …this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to issue an order, 

writ or direction more particularly in the nature of Writ of 

Mandamus, declaring the proceedings in G.O.Rt.No.18, 

dated 02.01.2013 of the 1st respondent by rejecting the 

appeal and where under he confirmed the orders of the  

2nd  respondent in L.No.316/ Bowenpally, dated 21.05.2012, 

who cancelled the Arms licence granted in favour of  

the petitioner as illegal, arbitrary and in violation of Article  

14 and 21 of the Constitution of India and for a 

consequential direction to restore the petitioner Arms 

License No.: 316 /Bowenpally (25/Home/2009) and pass 

such……” 

 

 It is the c ase of petitioner he is a  film d irec tor.  There a re d isputes 

between petitioner and  one Abhinav Reddy in c onnec tion with 

p roduc tion of a  film.  Abhinav Reddy took the assistanc e of a  

gangster by name Aziz Reddy for settling  the d ispute between 

petitioner and  Abhinav Reddy.  Aziz Reddy and  his assoc ia tes 

threa tened  the petitioner and  his sta ff over phone for whic h the 

petitioner has lodged  a  c omp la int aga inst Aziz Reddy and  Abhinav 

Reddy.  The sa id  c omp la int was reg istered  as Cr.No.512 of 2008 of 

Jub ilee Hills Polic e Sta tion.  Owing to the threa ts from Aziz Reddy and  

his gang , the Government had  a llotted  two gunmen to the petitioner 

for p rovid ing p rotec tion.  La ter, a fter two months, the Government 

had  withd rawn gunmen and  issued  gun lic enc e to petitioner vide 
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No.25/ Home/ 2009 da ted  23.06.2009 and  sinc e then, the petitioner is 

hold ing the lic enc e and  it was renewed  from time to time.   

 

 While the matters stood  thus, One Mr.Vasantha  Kumar Goud  

and  four others, inc lud ing  petitioner, were pa rtners in making of the 

movie “ Angrez II” .  There a rose some d isputes between the partners of 

the movie.  In tha t c onnec tion, Mr.Vasantha  Kumar Goud  filed  

c ompla int aga inst petitioner in Narayanaguda  Polic e Sta tion sta ting 

tha t the petitioner took out his revolver and  threa tened  him with  

d ire c onsequenc es if he demanded  repayment of amounts in future.  

The polic e reg istered  a  c ase in Cr.No.417 of 2011 aga inst the 

petitioner. 

 

 It is the further c ase of petitioner tha t Deputy Commissioner  

of Polic e, North Zone, Sec underabad  issued  show c ause notic e  

da ted  25.04.2012 as to why the a rms lic enc e of petitioner be not 

c anc elled .  The petitioner submitted  exp lana tion to the show c ause 

notic e on 02.05.2012.    The 2nd  respondent by order da ted  21.05.2012 

c anc elled  the a rms lic enc e of the petitioner.  Aggrieved , the 

petitioner p referred  appea l before the 1st respondent, who by 

G.O.Rt.N.18 Home (Arms) Department da ted  02.01.2013 rejec ted  the 

appea l filed  by the petitioner.  Henc e, the writ petition. 

 

 The 2nd  respondent-Commissioner of Polic e, Hyderabad  City 

filed  c ounter a ffidavit and  c ontends the petitioner’ s lic enc e was 

c anc elled  a fter rec eiving two reports from Bowenpa lly and  

Narayanaguda  Polic e Sta tions for involvement of petitioner in the 

above c rime by misusing  his a rms lic enc e.  It is sta ted  tha t on being 

d issa tisfied  with the exp lana tion of the petitioner to the show c ause 
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notic e, this respondent had  c anc elled  the a rms lic enc e of petitioner.   

It is further sta ted  tha t there is no threa t to the petitioner from any 

c orner and  restora tion of a rms lic enc e is not justified  and  p roper.   

The 3rd  respondent justifies c anc ella tion of a rms lic enc e of petitioner.  

He p rays for d ismissing  the writ petition.   

 

 Having regard  to the fac ts and  c irc umstanc es of the c ase, this 

Court is of the view tha t no exc ep tion to the reasons shown in the 

order impugned  in the writ petition is made out and  this Court c annot 

sit as a  Court of appea l and  examine the matter on merits a fresh.   

Though an a ttempt by petitioner is made for remand ing the matter, 

this Court is not persuaded  to d irec t to the respondents to undertake 

the very same exerc ise and  g ive its op inion a fresh. 

 

 For the above reasons, writ petition is, ac c ord ing ly, d ismissed .  

There sha ll be no order as to c osts. 

 

Misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing  stand  c losed .  

  

                            
 

____________ 

             S.V.BHATT, J 

21st November, 2017 

Lrkm  


