
HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

W.P.No.29750 OF 2013 

 ORDER: 

 

Heard  lea rned  c ounsel for petitioner and  lea rned  

Government Pleader (Home) for respondents. 

 

The petitioner p rays for the following relief: 

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

appropriate Writ, Order or Direction, more particularly one in 

the nature of Writ of Mandamus, to declare the action of the 

respondents in not closing the history sheet opened against 

the petitioner in the 4th respondent station vide History Sheet 

No.21, though no case is registered against him as being 

illegal and arbitrary, and to pass….” 

 

Counsel for petitioner, on instruc tions from his c lient, submits 

tha t c ontinua tion of history sheet aga inst the petitioner is 

unwarranted , both in law and  fac t. Even assuming tha t the 

petitioner was involved  in a  c rimina l c ase, the same ended  in 

ac quitta l.  The petitioner is a  responsib le c itizen and  is p repared  to 

work for soc ia l servic e or soc ia l c ause to p rove the transformation 

and  c ontinuing to be as suc h. 

 

The c ounsel, keep ing in view the p roc edure followed  by 

respondents in renewing the history sheet, requests the Court  

to d irec t the respondents to c onsider the representa tion of 

petitioner while renewing the sub jec t history sheet.  To p rove his 

va lue to the soc iety and  take up  soc ia l c ause, the c ounsel submits 

tha t petitioner volunteers to do soc ia l servic e as may be intima ted  

by the respondents. 

 



 2 

The petitioner by sta ting  so has persuaded  this Court to d irec t 

the respondents to rec eive rep resenta tion of petitioner and  the 

respondents c onsider entrusting  soc ia l servic e/ c ause to petitioner 

for undertaking  the same. 

 

The petitioner is g iven liberty to do soc ia l servic e and  p rove 

his utility in the loc a lity/ soc iety.  As to the rep resenta tion, this Court 

in simila r c irc umstanc es d irec ted  the respondents to c onsider 

rep resenta tions on renewing the history sheet/ rowdy sheet. 

 

Henc e, the respondents a re d irec ted  to take note of the 

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

c ha llenged  in the writ petition.  The petitioner is g iven liberty to file 

exp lana tion/ 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 exp lana tion/ rep resenta 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. 

 

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

c osts. 

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

   
 

_____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 

02nd  January, 2018 

Lrkm  
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