
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

W.P.No.42208 of 2017 

O R D E R:- 

 

Heard  Mr Syed  Khader Mastan, c ounsel for petitioner and  the 

Assistant Government Pleader (Home) for respondents. 

Having c onsidered  the averments in the a ffidavit, this         

Court is of the view tha t ends of justic e  

a re met by d irec ting  the respondents to take note of the 

c irc umstanc es as on da te while reviewing the rowdy sheet 

c ha llenged  in the writ petition and  a lso the age of the petitioner. 

The petitioner is a t liberty to file rep resenta tion within two weeks 

from today by enc losing c opy of this order.  This Court has no 

reason to doub t tha t as and  when suc h representa tion is filed  by 

the petitioner, the same is examined  in the light of the law la id  

down by this Court in W.P.No.4688 of 2012 whic h was d isposed  of on 

16.03.2017 and  in the judgments reported  in Sunkara 

Satyanarayana v. State of Andhra Pradesh1 and B. Satyanarayana 

Reddy v. State of Andhra Pradesh2. 

  

 With the above observa tion, the writ petition is d isposed  of.  

There sha ll be no order as to c osts. 

  

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

 

 

                                            _____________ 

                 S.V. BHATT, J  

13.12.2017 
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 2000(1) ALD (Crl.) 117 (AP) 
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 2004(1) ALD (Crl.) 38  = 2004(2) ALT (Crl.) 115 


