IN THE H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT MADRAS
DATED : 25.08. 2021
CORAM
THE HON BLE MR JUSTI CE M NI RVAL KUVAR
W P. No. 17530 of 2021
A. Sar avanan ... Petitioner
Ver sus

1. The Superintendent of Police
Thiruvarur District.

2. The State by,
I nspector of Police,
Hari t huvar amangal am Pol i ce Stati on,
Thi ruvarur. ... Respondent s

PRAYER. This Wit Petition has been filed under Article 226 of
the Constitution,to issue a wit of mandanus to direct the 1st
respondent to renove the petitioner's nanme from H story Sheeted
romdy list on the file of the 2nd respondent police herein by
considering the petitioner''s representation dated 20.09.2019,
05.11. 2020 and 08.03.2021 in ternms of judgnent reported in WP.
(MD). No. 1532 of 2020.

For Petitioner : M. R Gokul akri shnan.

For Respondents : M. A Danodharan,
Governnment Advocate (Crl.side)

ORDER
This wit petition has been filed +to direct the first
respondent to delete the name of the petitioner fromthe History
Sheet maintained by the 2nd respondent.
2. The contention of the petitioner is that the

petitioner has been falsely inplicated in the case. Earlier, a

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



case in Crinme No.3 of 2009 for the offences punishable under
Sections, 147, 148, 294(b), 341 and 307 of IPC was registered

which ended in acquittal. Thereafter, a case in Crinme No.42 of
2015 for an offence under Section 110 Cr.P.C was regi stered and
as per Section 110 C.P.C. bond is only for a period of one

year, which has got expired. Now, another case in Crine No.1l3 of
2018 was registered for the offences under Sections 147, 148
294(b), 506 (ii) & 429 of IPC r/w. Section 4 of Tam | nadu Wnen
Har assnent Act. Adm ttedly, the petitioner is not convicted in
any of the case and he is not a history sheeted and his nane
cannot be nmaintained in the history sheet. Hence, the petitioner
had sent a representation on 20.09.2019 to the first respondent,
foll owed by 05.11.2020 and lastly on 08.03.2021. But, no action
has been taken. Hence, the present petition.

3. The | earned CGovernnent Advocate (crl. side) appearing
for the respondents would submt that the representation dated
08. 03. 2021 has been received by the first respondent and it is
pendi ng for consideration.

4. This Court time and again given a direction to the
police with regard to the procedure to be followed including a
person nane as history sheeted and to naintain the sane. In this
case, the continuation of the petitioner nane in the history
sheet in HSR No. 16/ 2015 is not sustainable.

5. In Vi ew of t he sarne, t he first
respondent / Superi ntendent of Police, following the dictumlaid by
this Court in the case of Sabari /vs/ Assistant Conm ssioner of
Police (Law & Order range), Madurai reported in 2018(4) MJ 585,
to pass appropriate orders within a period of four weeks fromthe
date of receipt of a copy of this order.

6. Wth the above directions, this Wit petition is
di sposed of.

Sd/ -
Assi stant Registrar(CS-111)

/| True Copy//

Sub Assistant Registrar
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nrp
To

1. The Superintendent of Police
Thiruvarur District.

2. Inspector of Police,
Hari t huvar amangal am Pol i ce Stati on,
Thi ruvarur.

W P. No. 17530 of 2021

SJ(CO)
SB( 05/ 10/ 2021)
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