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O R D E R 

 

 

 Alleg ing  tha t respondents 4 and  5, who a re Circ le Inspec tor of 

Polic e and  Sub  Inspec tor of Polic e, Manc heria l Polic e Sta tion, Manc heria l, 

a re interfering  with the c ivil d ispute between the petitioner and  the 6th 

respondent, and  insisting  him to settle the d ispute, the p resent writ petition 

is filed . 

 

 Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner. 

 

 Learned  Assistant Government Pleader for Home p roduc ed  the 

written instruc tions of the 5th respondent da ted  08.06.2018 denying the 

a llega tions of the petitioner.  The relevant portion of the same, is 

extrac ted  as under: 

 
 “ It is submitted  tha t the 6th respondent herein has g iven a  

c ompla int on 21.4.2018 with PS : Manc heria l sta ting  tha t, he 

purc hased  16 ½ guntas land  in Sy.No.338 situa ted  a t Old  

Garmilla , Manc heria l from Kha ja  Ta judd in, r/ o Jagtiya l, made 

it into p lots and  sold  to p rospec tive purc hasers.  Meanwhile, 

Mission Kakatiya  p ipeline was la id  through the sa id  p lots, 

thereby the purc hasers demanded to repay their amounts.  

Upon whic h, he filed  c ompla int aga inst the petitioner /  Kha ja  

Ta judd in for rec overy of his purc hase amount. 

 

 It is submitted  tha t based  on the c ontents of above 

c ompla int, a  GD entry was made in the sta tion rec ords and  

enquired  into the matter.  On 28.04.2018, both the petitioner 

and  the 6th respondent a ttended  the enquiry.  The enquiry 

revea led  tha t the sub jec t matter is purely c ivil in na ture.  As 

suc h, both the parties were informed  to settle their d ispute 

before the c onc erned  c ivil c ourt.  Therea fter, the 6th 

respondent has not approac hed the polic e sta tion or the 

petitioner was c a lled  to the polic e sta tion.  The a llega tions to 

the c ontra ry made in the a ffidavit a re a ll fa lse, baseless and  

hereby denied .  The Manc heria l Polic e a re not c a lling  the 

petitioner to the polic e sta tion or making him to settle the 

d ispute with the 6th respondent, as a lleged  by the petitioner.  

The polic e a lso not insisted  the petitioner to pay Rs.25 lakhs to 

the 6th respondent as a lleged  by the petitioner.  The a llega tion 

tha t the polic e have taken signature of the petitioner on b lank 

stamped  papers is fa lse, baseless and  hereby denied .”  
 

 



 Rec ord ing the above sta tement of the 5th respondent in the written 

instruc tions, the writ petition is d isposed  of. 

 

 Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, sha ll stand  c losed .  No c osts. 
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