
 

HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

W.P. No.36868 OF 2012 

ORDER: 

 

 Heard  Mr.S.Lakshminarayana  Reddy for petitioner and  the 

Assistant Government Pleader (Home) for respondents. 

 The petitioner c ha llenges the opening and  c ontinua tion of 

Rowdy Sheet by 4th respondent as illega l, a rb itra ry and  

unc onstitutiona l. 

 As d irec ted  by this Court, the 4th respondent has p lac ed  

before the Court for inspec tion the orig ina l rec ord  in Rowdy Sheet. 

 Ac c ord ing to 4th respondent, the petitioner is involved  in the 

following c rimes: 

1. Cr.No.26 of 2012 U/ Ss.323, 448, 506 read with 

34 IPC and Sect ion 3 (i) (x) of the Scheduled 

Castes and the Scheduled Tribes (Prevent ion of 

At rocit ies) Act , 1989. 

2. Cr.No.81/ 2012 U/ Ss.307, 380, 457 read with 

34 IPC. 

 

Mr.Lakshminarayana  Reddy c onfines his p rayer to g ive liberty 

to petitioner to rep resent to 2nd  respondent in the light of the 

p rinc ip les la id  down by this Court in Sunkara Satyanarayana v. State 

of Andhra Pradesh1 and  Mohammed Quadeer and Others v. 

Commissioner Of Polic e2 and  d irec t the 2nd  respondent to c onsider 

a ll the c irc umstanc es tha t a re sta ted  in the representa tion for 

                                                 
1
 1999 (6) ALT 249 

2
 1999 (3) ALD 60 
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c onsidering  retention of rowdy sheet.  The sta tement is p lac ed  on 

rec ord  and  ac c ep ted . 

 The writ petition is d isposed  of by this order: 

           The petitioner is g iven liberty to rep resent to 2nd  and  4th 

respondents with a ll ma teria l and  full deta ils for the desirab ility of 

c ontinuing  the rowdy sheet within four weeks from today by 

enc losing a  c opy of this order.  The 2nd  and  the 4th respondents 

within four weeks from the da te of rec eip t of rep resenta tion a re 

d irec ted  to examine the rep resenta tion in the light of the p rinc ip les 

la id  down by this Court in Sunkara Satyanarayana v. State of 

Andhra Pradesh (1 supra ) and  Mohammed Quadeer and Others v. 

Commissioner Of Polic e (2 supra ) and  take a  fina l dec ision on the 

desirab ility of ordering  retention of rowdy sheet or otherwise.  If the 

petitioner is aggrieved  with the fina l dec ision of the 2nd  respondent, 

this Court leaves it open to petitioner to initia te p roc eed ings in 

ac c ordanc e with law. 

             The writ petition is d isposed  of ac c ord ing ly. No order as to 

c osts. 

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

 

   

    

         ___________ 

     S.V.BHATT,J 

Date: 06.04.2017 

Prv 
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