
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P.No.34909 OF 2017 

ORDER: 

 

 Heard  Mr.C.Damodar Reddy for petitioner and  the Assistant 

Government Pleader (Home) for respondents 1 to 5.  

  

 The petitioner p rays for Mandamus dec la ring  the ac tion  

of respondents 4 and  5 in not reg istering  the c ase and   

not taking  ac tion aga inst 6th respondent, basing on petitioner’ s 

c omp la int da ted  03.01.2017, as a rb itra ry, illega l and  

unc onstitutiona l.  The petitioner p rays for a  d irec tion to respondents 

to take nec essary ac tion on the c omp la int da ted  03.01.2017 by 

reg istering  the c ase aga inst 6th respondent. 

 

 The c ompla int da ted  03.01.2017 was sta ted  to have been 

sent to the Superintendent of Polic e, Ra ilway Polic e Distric t, Ra ilway 

Ra il Nilayam, Sec underabad / respondent No.4.  The c onc lud ing 

portion of the c omp la int reads thus: 

 “I hereby want to ask you sir if the normal passengers be 

victimized for the mistake of the Indian Railways? and does the 

common man continuously become victim of the abusive use of 

the power by the Police Department? 

 
 In view of all my above statements that explain the grave in 

justice done to me, where I was wrongly manhandled for no 

mistake of mine, ignoring the negligence of the Indian Railways in 

displaying proper sign boards on the compartments, and further 

suppression of my citizens rights by the GRP Secunderabad, 

I request you to take necessary steps to ensure justice to me.” 

  

 The c ounsel for petitioner submits tha t the inac tion of  

4th respondent in reg istering  the c rime is illega l and  unc onstitutiona l.  

The Assistant Government Pleader, on instruc tions, submits tha t the 



 2 

petitioner c omp la ined  to 4th respondent and  annexure P-1 does not 

show tha t the c opy is sent to sta tion house offic er who has 

jurisd ic tion on the a lleged  offenc es referred  in the c omp la int da ted  

03.01.2017.  He further submits tha t the petitioner c an ava il remed ies 

under the c rimina l p roc edure c ode, pa rtic ula rly having  regard  to 

the offic ia l position held  by 6th respondent and  the inac tion of  

4th respondent in enterta ining  the c omp la int and  doing the need ful.   

 

 I have perused  the rec ord  and  noted  the submissions of 

lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for the parties.  This Court is of the view 

tha t the petitioner instead  of c ompla ining inac tion ought to have 

ac ted  as p rovided  by the c rimina l p roc edure c ode by filing  a  

p riva te c omp la int.  The c ounsel for petitioner requests liberty to ava il 

the remed ies ava ilab le in this beha lf.  Granting the liberty as p rayed  

for, the writ petition is d ismissed .  There sha ll be no order as to c osts. 

 

Consequently, pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, stand  c losed .  

  

                              
____________ 

         S.V.BHATT, J 

23rd  Oc tober, 2017 

Lrkm  
 

 


