
HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO 

WRIT PETITION No.17491 of 2014 

ORDER:  

 

 There is no rep resenta tion on beha lf of the petitioner.  

2. The p rayer of the writ petition is as under: 

 “ For the reasons sta ted  in the ac c ompanying a ffidavit, it is hereby 

p rayed  tha t this Court may be p leased  to issue any appropria te writ, order 

or d irec tion more partic ula rly in the na ture of writ of mandamus, dec la ring  

the ac tion of the third  respondent in interfering with c ivil d isputes and  

insisting  the petitioner to c ome to the polic e sta tion till the exec ution of 

the sa le deed  in favour of the 5th respondent’ s daughter, as illega l,  

a rb itra ry, and  viola tive of p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e and  pass suc h other 

order or orders as this Court may deems fit and  p roper in the 

c irc umstanc es of the c ase.”  

 

3. The ma in grievanc e of the petitioner is tha t the third  

respondent is interfering  in the c ivil d isputes and  insisting  the 

petitioner to c ome to the polic e sta tion till the exec ution of the sa le 

deed  in favour of the 5th respondent’ s daughter.  The lea rned  

Government Pleader for Home appearing  for the respondents 1 to 4 

c ontended  tha t a  c ase in Crime No.162 of 2013 under Sec tion 420 

IPC has been reg istered  on 22.3.2013 aga inst the petitioner and  

others on the file of the Polic e Sta tion,  Pa ttabhipuram, Guntur 

Distric t and  the investiga tion has been taken up  by the Inspec tor of 

Polic e, Pa ttabhipuram.  During  the c ourse of investiga tion, the 5th 

respondent and  four others were examined  and  rec orded  their 

sta tements.  In fac t, the petitioner was a rrested  on 24.06.2016 and  

sent to jud ic ia l c ustody in c onnec tion with the above sa id  c rime.  

The sa id  ma tter is under investiga tion.  It is spec ific a lly denied  tha t a t 

the instanc e of the 5th respondent, the respondent-polic e interfered  

with the c ivil d isputes and  insisted  the petitioner to exec ute the sa le 
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deed  in favour of the 5th respondent.  In the above sa id  c rime, the 

investiga ting  offic er is the Inspec tor of Polic e, Pa ttabhipuram.  As fa r 

as the 3rd  respondent i.e. Sub-Divisiona l Polic e Offic er is c onc erned , 

he never interfered  with the c ivil d isputes as a lleged  by the 

petitioner.   

 In the light of the sa id  sta tement made in the c ounter-

a ffidavit, this Court is of the op inion tha t no further orders a re 

required  in the writ petition. 

 Ac c ord ing ly, the writ petition is c losed .  There sha ll be no 

order as to c osts. 

 

 Misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll a lso stand  d ismissed .  

 

__________________ 

P. KESHAVA RAO, J 

 

Date:06.11.2018 

c c m 
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