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THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

WRIT PETITION No.2861 of 2013 

ORDER: 

 Heard  Sri Ra ja reddy Koneti, lea rned  c ounsel for 

petitioner for c onsiderab le length of time.  

 

           The petitioner, a  businessman, p rays for Writ of 

Mandamus dec la ring  the ac tion of the respondents in summoning 

the petitioner to polic e sta tion ora lly or in any other form without 

authority as illega l, a rb itra ry and  in viola tion of fundamenta l rights 

guaranteed  under the Constitution of Ind ia .  The petitioner p rays for  

a  c onsequentia l d irec tion restra ining  the respondents in any way 

viola ting  petitioner’s right to freedom and  liberty and  not to c ause 

persona l or physic a l restra int to petitioner.  

 

The petitioner with referenc e to eac h one of the p rayers, 

referred  to above, has sta ted  a  few a lleged  ac ts of interferenc e by 

respondent Nos. 1 and  2.  The bottom line of petitioner’ s c ase is tha t 

respondent Nos. 1 and  2 without reason or having the authority of 

law a re interfering  into the life of petitioner.  This Court by c hoic e is 

not adverting  to the deta iled  a ffidavit filed  by the petitioner.  

 

The c rux of the matter as this Court understands from the 

Written Instruc tions d t. 05.02.2013 is tha t the petitioner in a ll is 

ac c used  in a  few c rimes.  Sri Ra ja reddy Koneti  submits tha t during  

the pendenc y of the Writ Petition, substantia lly a ll the c rimes ended  

in ac quitta l.  Be tha t as it may, this Court is not posted  with deta ils of 
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a ll these c ases to apprec ia te the find ings rec orded  by the lea rned  

Magistra te.  Ac c ord ing to respondent No.1 on 06.11.2012 a  rowdy 

sheet was opened  aga inst the petitioner and  as required  by polic e 

manua l to the extent law permits, the respondents were c losely 

monitoring  the movements of the petitioner.  Exc ep t monitoring the 

movements of the petitioner, to p revent him from indulg ing  in 

c rimes, it is sta ted , respondent Nos. 1 and  2 a re not interfering  with 

any other right or ac ting  in devia tion of any p resc rip tion of law.  

 

This Court is of the view tha t substantia lly the p rayer sounds as 

an effort to p rotec t the fundamenta l right of petitioner. Even if a  

rowdy sheet is opened , the dos and  do not’ s a re c lea rly spelt out 

both by the p rec edents of this Court and  a lso by the polic e 

manua l.  So, this Court has d iffic ulty in apprec ia ting  the genera l 

p rayer and  issuing positive d irec tions to respondents.  

 

The Writ Petition is without merit. Plac ing on rec ord  the stand  

of Respondent No1, the Writ Petition is d ismissed . No order as to 

c osts.  

  

Misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing in this c ase sha ll stand  

d isposed  of. 

                                                                                  ________________ 

                                                                                    S.V. BHATT, J 

Date: 21.11.2017 

eha  
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