
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

W.P.Nos.35738 &35760 OF 2017 

COMMON ORDER: 

 Heard  Mr.L.Ravi Chander, hold ing  for Mr.I.Gopa l Sharma and  

Smt.B.Rac hna  Reddy for petitioners in these two writ petitions.   

 

 The Telangana  Joint Ac tion Committee (TJAC), rep resented  by 

its Cha irmen Prof.M.Kodandaram and  V.Cha lma Reddy filed  these 

two writ petitions.  The writ p rayers a re substantia lly simila r and  the 

p rayer in W.P.No.35738 of 2017 reads thus: 

 ….this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to issue a 

Writ, Order or direction more particularly one in the nature of 

"Writ of Mandamus" declaring the inaction of the 

Respondents in repeatedly refusing or not responding until 

the last minute and refusing to conduct of any assembly, 

meeting or rally, resulting in large scale arrests under the 

guise of 'preventive detention,' and in particular not 

responding to the permission request for conducting a 

Public Meeting in the name of "KOLUVULA KAI KOTLATA" 

on 31-10-2017 from 11 to 5 pm., in either Saroornagar 

Indoor Stadium, Sports Authority, Ranga Reddy District, or 

in an Open private space, between L. B. Nagar., and Big 

Bazar., already consented by the owner, or Nizam College 

Grounds, or NTR Stadium near Indira Park, or any other 

suitable, mutually agreeable open space, under the aegis of 

the 'Telangana Joint Action Committee, in spite of having 

made an advance Representation dt.13.10.2017, 9.10.2017, 

and providing required assurances and willingness to pay 

any applicable fees, which has become an unfortunate 

pattern of Respondent's highhandedness, as illegal, 

arbitrary, in violation of Article 14, 19, especially 19(1)(b) of 

the Constitution of India, in violation of Section 30 of the 

Police Act, 1861, against the principles of natural justice, 

and consequently to direct the Respondents to take 

necessary action and grant permission for the peaceful 

conduct of the Public Meeting on 31.10.2017, forthwith and 

to pass…” 
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 The petitioners c omp la ining inac tion filed  these two writ 

petitions.  The writ petitions a re heard  for admission on 26.10.2017 and  

a t request of Spec ia l Government Pleader, rep resenting  respondents, 

the writ petitions were d irec ted  to be listed  on 30.10.2017.  The matter 

was heard  on 31.10.2017 and  the Spec ia l Government Pleader p lac ed  

on rec ord  p roc eed ings da ted  27.10.2017 of Deputy Commissioner of 

Polic e, L.B.Nagar Zone, Rac hakonda  Commissionera te. Through the 

instant p roc eed ings, the request of petitioners for c onduc ting  

pub lic  meeting  under the banner “ Koluvula  Ka i Kotla ta ’  was  

rejec ted .  The respondents have taken time till 06.11.2017 to  

file c ounter a ffidavit in these two writ petitions.  Respondent 

No.5/ Deputy Commissioner of Polic e, L.B.Nagar Zone, Rac hakonda  

Commissionera te filed  c ounter a ffidavit in W.P.No.35738 of 2017 and  

the 4th respondent/ Commissioner of Polic e filed  c ounter a ffidavit in 

W.P.No.35760 of 2017.  

 

 The lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for petitioner, having regard  to 

the rep ly of Deputy Commissioner of Polic e/ respondent No.5 in 

W.P.No.35738 of 2017, whic h reads as follows: 

 “The above writ petitioner was heard on 31.01.2017.  

After the case was adjourned to Monday i.e., 06.11.2017 I had 

reconsidered the matter afresh in the light of the opinion 

tendered by the Law Officers concerned.  In the changed 

scenario this Respondent is inclined to consider the request of 

the petitioner organization for a grant of permission to conduct 

their meeting at Saroornagar Stadium premises without 

touching the indoor play ground.  It is humbly submitted that 

the Saroornagar Indoor Stadium comprises of an indoor play 

ground an open space around it.  The petitioner organization 

can be permitted to make use of sprawling grounds which is 

used for playing outdoor games on any public holiday subject 

to certain conditions which are necessary for the maintenance 
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of law and order to prevent inconvenience to the general 

public, provided the petitioner makes as fresh application”. 

 

has submitted  tha t the petitioner would  app ly for permission for 

c onduc ting  pub lic  meeting  or taking out p roc ession for the purpose 

a lready sta ted  in the rep resenta tion da ted  25.10.2017.  It is c ontextua l 

to refer a t this junc ture of the order tha t the c ounsel appearing  for the 

petitioner on one hand  and  the Spec ia l Government Pleader on the 

other have submitted  in favour and  aga inst the c ond itions referred  in 

pa ragraph 10 of the c ounter a ffidavit.  This Court upon verific a tion of 

the p lead ings, the p rayer in the writ petition and  the rep ly of Deputy 

Commissioner of Polic e/ respondent No.5 is neither adverting  to these 

c ontentions and  ought not to be understood  as this Court expressed  a  

view either way. 

 

 As is evident from paragraph 9 of the c ounter a ffidavit, the  

5th respondent is inc lined  to c onsider the request of petitioner-

organiza tion for g rant of permission to c onduc t the meeting  a t 

Saroorngar Stad ium p remises without touc hing  the indoor p lay 

ground .  The da te, timing , c ond itions etc ., a re ma tters for submission 

by petitioner and  examina tion by 5th respondent.  Henc e, the writ 

petitions a re ordered  as follows: 

 

(a ) The fac tua l and  lega l c ontentions ra ised  by the parties in 

a ll aspec ts a re left open for c onsidera tion as and  when a  

lis a rises on substantive p rayers; 

(b ) The petitioner is g iven liberty to app ly to 5th respondent for 

permission to c onduc t meeting , enc lose a  c opy of this 

order with the p roposed  app lic a tion furnishing , among 

other deta ils, the da te, time and  venue of p roposed  
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pub lic  meeting , number of persons likely to pa rtic ipa te 

and  a lso the measures the petitioner-organiza tion would  

be taking to ensure ma intenanc e of law and  order and  

p revention of d isrup tion to norma l life by suc h assembly or 

its members; 

(c )  the 5th respondent on rec eip t of the request from 

petitioner independently examines the request and  grants 

permission by imposing  suc h c ond itions as a re felt 

reasonab le and  nec essary in this beha lf; 

(d ) the 5th respondent d isposes of the app lic a tion within three 

working days from the da te of rec eip t of the request from 

petitioner; 

(e) It is need less to observe tha t the petitioner-organiza tion 

c omp lies with the c ond itions imposed by respondents 

and  enforc es its fundamenta l right of assemb ly or p rotest 

within the four c orners of law. 

 

There sha ll be no order as to c osts. 

 

Consequently, pend ing misc ellaneous petitions stand  c losed .  

  

                            
 

____________ 

             S.V.BHATT, J 

08th November, 2017 

Lrkm  


