
THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAO 

 

WRIT PETITION NO.   40757 OF 2014 

ORDER:  

1. Heard   the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioners and  the 

lea rned  Government Pleader appearing  for respondent Nos. 1 and   

2. The p rayer sought in the Writ Petition is as under: 

“ ….to issue a  writ, order or d irec tion more partic ula rly one in the 

na ture of writ of mandamus dec la ring the ac tion of the 2nd   and  3rd  

respondents in interfering with our possession of the land  in an extent 

of Ac . 3.38 guntas in Sy.No. 247/ 2 Garimella  Village, Manc heria l 

Manda l, Ad ilabad  Distric t a t the instanc e of respondents 4 to 35 as 

highly illega l, a rb itra ry, unc onstitutiona l and  interfering in c ivil d isputes 

and  c onsequently d irec t the respondents 2 and  3 not to interfere with 

c ivil d isputes.”  

 

3. The grievanc e of the petitioners is tha t respondent Nos. 2 and  

3 a re interfering  with their peac eful possession over their land  in an 

extent of Ac .3.38 guntas in Sy.No.247/ 2 situa ted  a t Garmilla  village, 

Manc heria l manda l, Ad ilabad  d istric t a t the instanc e of respondent 

Nos. 4 to 35. 

4. Learned  GP p lac ed  on rec ord , the written instruc tions da ted  

12.11.2018 issued  by the Sub-Inspec tor of Polic e, Manc heria l P.S. 

5.  A perusa l of the sa id  written  instruc tions would  revea l tha t 

two c rimina l c ases have been reg istered  aga inst the petitioners and  

their assoc ia tes vide Cr.No.87 of 2015 and  Cr.No.88 of 2015 for 

va rious offenc es.  In one of the c rimes, the investiga tion is 

c omp leted  and  c harge sheet is a lready filed .   Learned  Magistra te, 

a fter taking c ognizanc e of the offenc e numbered  the same as  

CC.No.401 of 2016.  It is spec ific a lly sta ted  in the sa id  written 

instruc tions tha t respondent Nos.  3 and  4 have not taken the 
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petitioners to the polic e sta tion forc efully on 15.1.2014 and  warned  

them with d ire c onsequenc es and  forc ed  them to sign on the 

doc uments.  It is a lso spec ific a lly denied  tha t respondent No.3 is 

interfering  in the c ivil d isputes and  extrac ting  money from both the 

parties. 

6. In the light of the sa id  spec ific  sta tement, this Court is of the 

op inion tha t no further orders a re required  in the Writ Petition. 

7. The written instruc tions a re made part of the rec ord . 

8. Ac c ord ing ly, the Writ Petition is c losed . 

Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll a lso stand  

c losed .  No order as to c osts. 

 

__________________ 

                                               P. KESHAVA RAO,J 

 

Da te: 12.11.2018 

 

KPM 

 

 


