
THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAO 

 

WRIT PETITION NO. 38062 OF 2015 

ORDER:  

Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner as well as the 

lea rned  Government Pleader appearing  for respondent Nos. 1 to 4. 

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 respondent 3 

& 4 in c a lling  the petitioner to the Krishna lanka  and  Mac havaram 

Polic e Sta tions, Vijayawada , Krishna  Distric t by interfering into c ivil 

d isputes between the petitioner and  the respondent No.5 is illega l, 

a rb itra ry, in viola tion of p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e and  in viola tion of 

Artic les 14, 19 (1) (g ) and  21 of the Constitution of Ind ia  and 

c onsequently d irec t the respondent No. 3 and  4 not to interfere with 

the petitioner’ s day to day life by c a lling  the petitioner to Krishna lanka 

and  Mac havaram Polic e Sta tions, Vijayawada , Krishna  Distric t by 

forc ing to sit in the sta tions hours together.”  

 

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

4 a re c a lling  him to their respec tive polic e sta tions and  interfering  in 

the c ivil d isputes between him and  respondent No.5. 

4. Respondent No.3 filed  a  c ounter sta ting  tha t the petitioner 

has been a rrayed  as an ac c used  in Cr.No.334 of 2014 under 

Sec tions 417, 420 and  506 IPC on the file of Krishna lanka  P.S. and  the 

sa id  c ase is pend ing tria l vide C.C.No.273 of 2015.  Respondent No.3 

c a tegoric a lly sta ted  tha t they a re not interfering  with the life and  

liberty of the  petitioner, more partic ula rly in the a lleged  c ivil 

d isputes between the petitioner and  respondent No.5.  Exc ep t 

informing the da te of hearing  in the above sa id  CC while serving 

the summons, respondent No.3 has absolutely nothing  to  do with 

the d isputes between the petitioner and  respondent No.5.  It is a lso 
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spec ific a lly sta ted  tha t respondent No.3 never deta ined  the 

petitioner in the polic e sta tion on 10.6.2015, 18.6.2015, 13.7.2015 and  

20.11.2015 a t the instanc e of respondent No.5. 

5. Respondent No.4 a lso filed  a  c ounter a ffidavit sta ting  tha t 

they never interfered  with the life and  liberty of the petitioner as well 

as the c ivil d isputes a lleged  to have been pend ing between the 

petitioner and  respondent No.5. 

6. Having regard  to the fac ts of the c ase and  in the light of the 

sta tements made in the c ounter a ffidavits, this Court is of the 

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

7. It is a lso relevant to mention tha t though the a llega tions 

made in the c ounter a ffidavit a re made on oa th, no rep ly a ffidavit 

has been filed . 

8. As suc h, 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: 28.11.2018 
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