
 

THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

WRIT PETITION No.16262 of 2010 

  

ORDER: 

 

Heard  Sri M.Pra tap  Singh for petitioner and  the Assistant 

Government Pleader (Home) for respondents. 

The petitioner c ha llenges Memo No.L&O/ A4/ 941/ 2009, 

da ted  05-07-2010 c anc elling  lic enc e No.37/ 1993, da ted  

20.07.1993 as illega l and  unc onstitutiona l. 

On 29-12-2009, the 2nd  respondent issued  show-c ause 

notic e to petitioner to show c ause why the lic enc e stand ing in 

the name of petitioner be not c anc elled  sinc e ac c ord ing to the 

respondents, the petitioner viola ted  the following c ond itions:- 

Condit ion No.9:Every person, who has established a public    

place of halt ing shall maintain a register as per 

specimen prescribed by the Commissioner of 

Police, Hyderabad for those persons, who stay 

in his place of halt ing (in which are disclosed 

the full name of the passenger with parentage, 

caste, age, occupat ion and address and the 

purpose of coming and halt ing).  Every Police 

Off icer may inspect  such register in connect ion 

with the discharge of his dut ies. 

Condit ion No.10:No person, who has established a public place 

of halt ing shall allow any prost itute women, or 

the persons of suspicious character and the 

wander to stay in his place of halt ing.  If  any 

person of suspicious character or a wanderer 

visits it  or such thing against  him is disclosed 

after his visit .   Then he shall report  the mat ter 

to the nearest  Police Stat ion and shall disclose 
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all the events and circumstances of such 

person to the Police Off icer, which he might  

have come to know.”  

  

The petitioner has g iven exp lana tion firstly sta ting  tha t the 

a lleged  c rime has not happened  in the hotel run by the 

petitioner sec ond ly the stay of the ac c used  was for a  b rief period  

and  the regula r rec ep tionist was not there a t the Rec ep tion and  

the person, who was looking a fter the c ounter, was unaware of 

these c ond itions.  Firstly, the petitioner p rayed  for exonera ting  the 

lapses and  sec ond ly sa id  tha t it is not a  c ase for c anc elling  the 

very lic enc e.  The 1st respondent not being sa tisfied  with the 

exp lana tion through the Memo impugned  in the writ petition has 

c anc elled  the lic enc e.  Henc e, the writ petition. 

On 08-07-2010, this Court g ranted  interim suspension of 

Memo da ted  05-07-2010 and  the same is subsisting  as on da te. 

Learned  Government Pleader, on instruc tions, makes a  

sta tement tha t the Hotel is being  run a fter ob ta ining  renewa l of 

lic enc e as on da te. 

After perusing  the materia l ava ilab le on rec ord , and  

partic ula rly having regard  to the interim suspension granted  on 

08-07-2010, I am sa tisfied  tha t the prima  fac ie  c ase and  a lso the 

ba lanc e of c onvenienc e a re in favour of petitioner.  Henc e, the 

writ petition is d isposed  of by making the interim order as fina l 

order in the writ petition.  The respondents a re d irec ted  to 
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c onsider the request of petitioner for renewa l, as and  when 

app lied , a fter sc rupulously examining the rec ord  ma inta ined  by 

the petitioner, during  the period  for whic h the lic enc e was 

granted , and  only on being  sa tisfied  tha t a ll the c ond itions a re 

sc rupulously followed  renewa l is g ranted . 

The writ petition is d isposed  of as ind ic a ted  above. No 

order as to c osts. 

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

   

 

_____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 

Dt: 11-04-2017 

Prv 
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