
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 15.02.2019

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE Mr. JUSTICE G.K.ILANTHIRAIYAN 

W.P.No.7889 of 2016
G.Govindaraj  ...Petitioner

Vs.
1. The Director 
   SC & ST Commission 
   “Sastri Bhavan” 
   Haddows Road
   Chennai 600 006

2. The Director 
   SC/ST 
   O/o.Director General of Police
   Beach Road, Mylapore Chennai 600 004

3. The Commissioner of Police
   O/o.Commissioner of Police
   Vepery, Chennai 

4. The Inspector of Police (L & O)
   R-6, Kumaran Colony Police Station 
   Jaffarkhanpet, Chennai 600 083                 ...Respondents

PRAYER:   Writ  Petition  filed  under  Article  226  of  the
Constitution  of  India,  to  issue  a  writ  of  Certiorarified
Mandamus, to call for the records pertaining to the impugned

order  in  No.149/j.gp.2/2016  dated  04.02.2016  from  the  3rd

respondent and quash the same and consequently directing the 3rd

respondent  to  give  permission  on  the  representation  dated
30.01.2016 made by the petitioner in accordance with law.

For Petitioner  : Mr.K.Seetha Ram 
 
          For Respondents : Mr.Sanjay Gandhi 

                 AGP for R1 to R4 

O R D E R

 The Writ Petition has been filed by the petitioner under
Article 226 of the Constitution of India, to issue a writ of
Certiorarified Mandamus, to call for the records pertaining to

the impugned order in No.149/j.gp.2/2016 dated 04.02.2016 from

https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



the 3rd respondent and quash the same and consequently directing
the 3rd respondent to give permission on the representation dated
30.01.2016 made by the petitioner in accordance with law.

2.The learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that
the  3rd respondent  had  not  considered  the  petitioner's
representation. The petitioner is fighting for justice for his
community  in  general.  Without  any  reasons  the  3rd respondent
listed  the  petitioner as Rowdy  even though there  is no case
against the petitioner since 2012 and all the false cases are
closed. The order of the 3rd respondent is without application of
his mind. Accordingly, prays for allowing this petition.

3.The learned Government Advocate (Crl. Side) would submit
that  since  the  petitioner's  name  has  been  erased  from  the
History Sheet, this petition shall be dismissed as infructuous.
 

4.Recording the submissions made by the learned Government
Advocate, this Criminal Original Petition stands dismissed. 
 
                              Sd/-

     Assistant Registrar 

    //True Copy//

kas      Sub Assistant Registrar
To
1. The Director 
   SC & ST Commission 
   “Sastri Bhavan” 
   Haddows Road, Chennai 600 006

2. The Director 
   SC/ST 
   O/o.Director General of Police
   Beach Road, Mylapore Chennai 600 004

3.The Commissioner of Police
   O/o.Commissioner of Police
   Vepery, Chennai 

   
4.The Inspector of Police (L & O)
   R-6, Kumaran Colony Police Station 
   Jaffarkhanpet, Chennai 600 083

5.The Public Prosecutor
   High Court of Madras,Chennai

W.P.No.7889 of 2016
MG(CO)
SSM(19/03/2019).
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