
THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAO 

 

WRIT PETITION NO. 29875 OF 2014 

ORDER:  

1. Heard   the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioners and  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 or order/ s more partic ula rly one in the na ture of Writ 

of Mandamus dec la ring the ac tion of the third  and  fourth respondents 

in interfering with c ivil d isputes in c onnec tion ac tivities of the first 

petitioner c lub  being run in p remises no. 169, La l Bunga low, old  Airport 

Road , New Bowenpa lly, Sec underabad  in the guise of investiga tion 

pursuant to notic es under sec tion 91 read  with 160 Cr.P.C. da ted  

16.9.2014 and  24.9.2014 as being  illega l, a rb itra ry and  unc onstitutiona l 

and  c onsequently d irec t the third  and  fourth respondents not to 

interfere in c ivil d isputes of the first petitioner c lub  being run in p remises 

no. 169, La l Bunga low, old  Airport Road , New Bowenpa lly, 

Sec underabad .”  

 

3. Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner submits tha t in the light of 

the interim orders passed  on 1.10.2014, no further orders a re  

required  in the p resent writ petition sinc e there is no interferenc e by 

the respondent Nos. 2 to 4 in the c ivil d isputes between the 

petitioners and  respondent Nos. 5 to 13. 

4. Learned  GP appearing  for respondent Nos. 1 to 4 submits tha t 

respondent No.3 filed  a  c ounter a ffidavit sta ting  tha t two c ases in 

Cr.Nos. 304 of 2014 and  376 of 2014 were reg istered  on the file of 

Bowenpa lly P.S., Hyderabad  aga inst petitioner Nos. 2 and  3 on the 

c omp la ints of the unoffic ia l respondents.  The sa id  c ases a re 

pend ing investiga tion.  Exc ep t reg istra tion of the above sa id  c ases, 

the respondents never interfered  in the c ivil d isputes between the 

petitioners and  unoffic ia l respondent Nos. 5 to 13.  Tha t apart, on 
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the c omp la int lodged  by the petitioners before the Commissioner of 

Polic e, whic h in-turn was referred  to the c onc erned  S.H.O., a  notic e 

has been issued  to the petitioners seeking the relevant doc uments.  

In response  to the sa id  notic es, petitioners have submitted  a  rep ly. 

5. Learned  c ounsel for the petitioners a lso b rought to the notic e 

of this Court tha t in view of the interim orders passed  by this Court, 

respondent Nos. 1 to 4 a re not interfering  in the c ivil d isputes 

between the petitioners and  respondent Nos. 5 to 13. 

6. Taking into c onsidera tion the sa id  submission, this Court is of 

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

7. 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 
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