
HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

WRIT PETITION No.17875 of 2012 

ORDER: 

 

 Heard  Sri Mohd .Adnan for petitioners and  the Assistant 

Government Pleader (Home) for the 2nd  respondent.  No 

representa tion for the 3rd  respondent. 

 The petitioners p ray for Mandamus dec la ring  the ac tion of 

respondents in d ispossessing the petitioners from the p roperty 

bearing  No.18-8-116/ 2/ B a t Bagh Mir Pasha , Riyasa th Nagar, Ed i 

Bazar Road , Hyderabad , as illega l and  unc onstitutiona l. 

 The petitioners c la im to be in possession and  enjoyment of 

the p roperty in their own right and  entitlement.  The Task Forc e 

Offic er of 3rd  respondent filed  c omp la int aga inst the petitioners.  The 

2nd  respondent reg istered  the c omp la int as Cr.No.86 of 2012 and  

the same was tried  in C.C.No.209 of 2015 and  ended  in ac quitta l on 

12-04-2016. 

 The writ petition has been filed  c omp la ining d ispossession of 

petitioners by the 2nd  respondent during  and  in the c ourse of 

investiga tion into the c rime referred  to above. 

 The 2nd  respondent filed  c ounter a ffidavit and  the sta tement 

on the c ause of ac tion for filing  the writ petition is required  to be 

reproduc ed  for d isposing of the writ petition. Paragraph ‘5’  of the 

c ounter a ffidavit reads thus :- 

 “ It  is respect fully submit ted that  except  

regist rat ion of the above crime against  the 
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pet it ioners herein on receipt  of the cognizable 

complaint  from the Task Force Off icer, AP Wakf 

Board and proceeding with the invest igat ion as 

per law, this respondent  never interfered with 

the subj ect  property of the pet it ioner herein.        

I submit  that  this respondent  elicited the 

criminal overt  acts of the pet it ioners herein in 

the commission of offence.  I submit  that  mere 

regist rat ion of criminal case and proceeding 

with the same in accordance with law, does not  

amount  to interference of the respondent  police 

into the civil disputes.  I submit  that  this 

respondent  police is not  the competent  

authority to dispossess the pet it ioners from the 

subj ect  property in quest ion.”   

 

 Counsel for petitioners submits tha t the above sta tement c an 

be p lac ed  on rec ord  and  the writ petition c an be c losed .  

 The sta tement is ac c ep ted . 

 The writ petition is c losed  ac c ord ing ly. 

 The grievanc e, if any, between the petitioners and  the Wakf 

Board , is not d irec tly or ind irec tly adverted  to while c losing  the writ 

petition.  It is for the parties as and  when c ause a rises to work out in 

ac c ordanc e with law. 

As a  sequel, the misc ellaneous app lic a tions, if any pend ing, 

sha ll stand  c losed .  There sha ll be no order as to c osts. 

  

_____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 

Date: 10-04-2017 

Prv 
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