
THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAO  

 

WRIT PETITION No.33248 OF 2013 

ORDER:  

 

Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner and  

the lea rned  Government Pleader appearing  for the respondents 1 

to 3. 

The p rayer sought for in the writ petition is as under: 

“ to Issue a  writ or order more partic ula rly one in the na ture of writ of 

mandamus by dec la ring tha t the ac tion of the respondents polic e partic ula rly 

respondent No. 3 in ha rassing the petitioner every day sinc e one week is illega l 

and  a rb itra ry and  viola tion of fundamenta l rights and  Artic le 21 of c onstitution of 

Ind ia  c onsequently d irec t the respondents polic e not to interfere with the 

persona l liberty of the petitioner by way of any kind  of ha rassment.”  

 

During  the c ourse of hearing , the lea rned  Government 

Pleader p lac ed  on rec ord  the written instruc tions da ted  21.11.2013 

issued  by the Sub-Inspec tor of Polic e, Madhapur Polic e Sta tion, 

Cyberabad  Commissionera te.  The same is made part of the 

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

the 4th respondent herein filed  a  p riva te c omp la int before the IX 

Metropolitan Magistra te, Cyberabad  a t Kuka tpa lly and  the same 

was referred  to the respondent-polic e under Sec tion 156(3) of 

Cr.P.C.   Pursuant thereto, Crime No.767 of 2013 for the offenc es 

under Sec tions 420, 468, 323, 506 r/ w 34 I.P.C. was reg istered  on the 

file of Madhapur Polic e Sta tion on 23.08.2013 and  investiga tion was 

taken up .   During  the c ourse of investiga tion, the respondent-polic e 

have rec orded  the sta tement of 4th respondent herein and  for the 

purpose of investiga tion, summoned the ac c used  No.1 and  

interroga ted  him.  During  the interroga tion, it was revea led  tha t the 

petitioner herein and  one Mr.Laxma Reddy a re ac ting  as med ia tors 
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and  they introduc ed  A.2 and  enc ouraged  A.1 to purc hase the 

sub jec t-p roperty and  both of them signed  as witnesses in the 

reg istered  doc uments.   Based  on the investiga tion c onduc ted , it is 

revea led  tha t there is p robab ility of involvement of the petitioner in 

c onnec tion with the above sa id  c ase.   It is a lso mentioned  tha t 

when the investiga ting  agenc y was about to summon the petitioner 

for enquiry in c onnec tion with the sa id  c rime, the petitioner filed  the 

p resent writ petition with baseless a llega tions.   It is a lso mentioned  

tha t though the petitioner is not named in the F.I.R., in the event of 

petitioner’s p resenc e is required , nec essary steps will be taken for 

summoning the petitioner as per law.  

In tha t view of the matter, no further orders a re required  in the 

writ petition and  the same is ac c ord ing ly c losed .   No c osts.  

Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

 

___________________ 

                                                       P.KESHAVA RAO,J 

 

23rd  NOVEMBER 2018. 
Tsr 

 


