IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED 18.02.2021
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE Mr.JUSTICE N. ANAND VENKATESH
W.P.No.3625 of 2021

K.Natarajan .. Petitioner
Vs.

1. The Commissioner of Police,
Vepery,
Chennai - 600 007.

2. The Deputy Commissioner of Police,
Office of the Deputy Commissioner of Police,
Madavaram, = Chennai - 600 060.

3. The Assistant Commissioner of Police,
Office of the Assistant Commissioner of Police,
Puzhal, Chennai - 600 066.

D

The Inspector of Police,
M-4, Senkundram-Police Station,
Senkundram, @l cnnai — GOOL0SI .. Respondents

Prayer: Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India, praying to issue a Writ of  Mandamus, directing the
respondents 1 to 4 to consider the representation made by the
petitioner vide = the letter dated 22.1.2021 delivered on
23.1.2021 to the 1°%, 374, and 4% respondent and on 25.1.2021 to
the 2nd respondent, to remove petitioner name from the history
sheet 219/2003 of M-4 Senkundram Police Station which has been
mechanically maintained.

For Petitioner : Mr.G.Mohana Krishnan
For Respondents ¢ Mr.M.Mohamed Rivyaz
Additional Public Prosecutor
ORDER
This writ petition has been filed for the issue of writ of
mandamus directing the respondents to consider the
representation made by the petitioner on 22.01.2021 wherein the

petitioner has sought for removing his name from the history
sheet maintained by the 4*" respondent in H.S.No.219 of 2003.

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



2.The case of the petitioner is that several false cases
were foisted against the wife of the petitioner who 1is a
Panchayat President and also the petitioner from the vyear 2002
up to 2016. Pursuant to the same, history sheet was opened
against the petitioner in H.S.No.219 of 2003 before the 4%
respondent police.

3.The petitioner made a representation on 22.01.2021 to the
respondents to remove his name from history sheet. Since the
same was not considered, the present petition has been filed
before this Court seeking for appropriate directions.

4 .Heard the learned counsel for the petitioner and the
learned Additional Public Prosecutor appearing on behalf of the
respondents.

5.Taking into consideration the facts and circumstances of
the case and also the limited relief that has been sought for in
this writ petition, there shall be a .direction to the 4%
respondent to consider the representation made by the petitioner
on 22.01.2021 strictly in accordance with the guidelines issued
by this Court in the case of Sabari “wvs. -The Assistant
Commissioner of Police, Madurai City and Others reported in 2018
4 MLJ Crl 585 and in the case of Thirumagan and Others Vs. The
Superintendent of Police, Madurai District and Others reported
in 2020 2 LW Crl 266 and take a decision, within a period of six
weeks from the date of receipt of copy .0of this' order. The
petitioner is directed to make a fresh representation to the 4™
respondent along with a copy of this order.

6.This writ petition 1is disposed of with the above
directions. No Costs.
sd/-
Assistant Registrar

//True Copy//

Sub Assistant Registrar
SST

To

1. The Commissioner of Police,
Vepery, Chennai - 600 007.

2. The Deputy Commissioner of Police,
Office of the Deputy Commissioner of Police,
Madavaram,
Chennai - 600 060.
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3. The Assistant Commissioner of Police,
Office of the Assistant Commissioner of Police,
Puzhal,
Chennai - 600 066.

4. The Inspector of Police,
M-4, Senkundram Police Station,
Senkundram,
Chennai - 600 052.

5. The Public Prosecutor,
High Court, Madras.
+lcc to Mr.G.Mohana Krishnan, @ Advocate, S.R.No.9530

W.P.No.3625 of 2021

RGN (CO)
GN (18/03/2021)
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