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O R D E R 

 

 

 Aggrieved  by the ac tion of respondents in not removing the name 

of the petitioner from Look-Out-Circ ula r (LOC), the p resent writ petition is 

filed . 

 

 As per the averments made in the a ffidavit filed  in support of the 

writ petition, the c ase of the petitioner is tha t his wife lodged  report 

aga inst him, based  on whic h, 4th respondent – Sta tion House Offic er, 

Polic e Sta tion, Golc onda , Hyderabad , reg istered  a  c ase in Crime No.165 

of 2017, for the offenc es punishab le under Sec tions 420, 468, 471 and  506 

IPC, and  c onsequently, LOC was issued  aga inst him.  When he intended  

to travel ab road  to go to Qa ta r to fix the marriage of his daughter, he was 

stopped  a t immigra tion c hec k and  deta ined  a t RIG Airport, Shamshabad  

on 05.08.2017 and  handed  over to 4th respondent.  He was issued  with 

notic e under Sec tion 41-A of Cr.P.C. and  he submitted  deta iled  

exp lana tion.  Vide order da ted  10.11.2017 in Crl.P.No.8201 of 2017, he was 

granted  antic ipa tory ba il, w ith c erta in c ond itions, and  subsequently by 

order da ted  23.02.2018, the sa id  ba il c ond itions were relaxed .  He 

approac hed  the 2nd respondent – Foreigners Reg iona l Reg istra tion Offic er, 

to permit him to travel ab road  and  he has a lso g iven an undertaking  tha t 

he would  appear before the c ourt as and  when required  and  would  

c ontest the c rimina l p roc eed ings.  As no ac tion has been taken, the 

p resent writ petition is filed . 

 

 

 Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner submits tha t when onc e the 

petitioner was granted  antic ipa tory ba il and  the petitioner has g iven an 
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undertaking tha t he would  appear before the c ourt as and  when required  

and  would  c ontest the p roc eed ings, there is no justific a tion on the pa rt of 

the respondents in c ontinuing the LOC aga inst the petitioner. 

 

Learned  c ounsel further submits tha t in simila r fac ts and  

c irc umstanc es in ARUNKUMAR  vs.  THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER OF 

POLICE1, where LOC was issued  aga inst the petitioner in pursuanc e of the 

report lodged  by his wife under Sec tions 498-A, 406, 506(i) of IPC read  with 

Sec tion 4 of Dowry Prohib ition Ac t, and  the petitioner was granted  

antic ipa tory ba il and  he has g iven an undertaking  to c o-opera te with the 

investiga tion of the c ase, a  lea rned  Sing le Judge of the High Court of 

Madras, d irec ted  for withd rawa l of LOC and  further d irec ted  the first 

respondent therein – Deputy Commissioner of Polic e (L & O), to 

c ommunic a te the order of lifting  of travel restric tion imposed  aga inst the 

petitioner in pursuanc e of LOC, to Immigra tion Offic ers.  Relying  on the 

sa id  judgment of the High Court of Madras and  the fac ts and  

c irc umstanc es of the c ase, lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner herein, seeks 

for a  d irec tion to revoke the LOC aga inst the petitioner and  to permit him 

to travel ab road . 

 

 Learned  Assistant Government Pleader for Home, on instruc tions, 

submit tha t the wife of the petitioner made serious a llega tions and  c rime 

reg istered  aga inst the petitioner is under investiga tion and  if the petitioner 

is permitted  to leave abroad , sec uring his p resenc e for the purpose of 

investiga tion, would  be d iffic ult and  it would  a ffec t the c ase of the 

p rosec ution.  He further submits tha t the LOC was issued  aga inst the 

petitioner on 05.08.2017 and  the same would  be in forc e till 04.08.2018, 

unless reviewed  and  renewed  by the c ompetent authority. 

                                                 
1
 W.P.(MD).NO.15320 OF 2017 DATED 28.08.2017 
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 The Add itiona l Direc tor Genera l of Polic e, CID, A.P., Hyderabad  

issued  c irc ula r memo No.4771/ C61/ IP/ 2013 in the month of Oc tober, 2013, 

with regard  to p roc edure for issuanc e of LOC and  c erta in c la rific a tions in 

tha t regard .  As per the information to question No.6 in the sa id  c irc ula r, a t 

c lause 10, it is c la rified  as under: 

 
 “ As and when the ba il is granted  or tria l etc ., is c omp leted  and  need for LOC 

is over, the SP/ DCP sha ll send  p roposa l for withd rawa l of the LOC immed ia tely.  

The responsib ility lies on the Unit Offic er and  not on I.O.”  

 

 

 In the p resent c ase, as a lready noted  above, petitioner was 

granted  antic ipa tory ba il and  the c ond itions imposed , were a lso relaxed  

and  the petitioner undertakes to appear before the c ourt as and  when 

required  and  would  c ontest the c ase.   

 

In view of the fac ts and  c irc umstanc es of the c ase and  having 

regard  to the above c irc ula r, it is open for the petitioner to make 

representa tion to the c ompetent authority.  On suc h representa tion being 

rec eived , the c ompetent authority, taking  the fac ts and  c irc umstanc es of 

the c ase into c onsidera tion and  the nec essity to c ontinue LOC, and  

further c onsidering  the judgment of the High Court of Madras and  the 

above referred  c irc ula r, sha ll c onsider the c la im of the petitioner for 

deletion of his name from LOC and  pass appropria te orders in 

ac c ordanc e with law, within a  period  of one week from the da te of 

rec eip t of suc h rep resenta tion. 

 

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

 Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, sha ll stand  c losed .  No c osts. 

 

                                                                               ----------------------------------------- 

                                                                                   A.RAJASHEKER REDDY,J 

DATE:11—07—2018   

AVS 


