
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO 

WRIT PETITION No. 26484 of 2013 

ORDER:  

 

Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioners and  the lea rned  

Governent Pleader appearing  for the respondents 1 to 3. 

 The p rayer sought in 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 a  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 respondents Nos. 1 to 3 in not c onsidering the c ompla int da ted  

08.07.2013 and  not taking  ac tion aga inst respondent No. 4 and  their 

henc hmen is a rb itra ry and  illega l and  c onsequently issue a  d irec tion to 

the respondents Nos. 1 to 3 to c onsider the c ompla int da ted  08.07.2013 

and  take nec essary ac tion aga inst respondent No. 4 as per law and  to 

grant suc h other relief or reliefs as this Court may deems fit and  p roper in 

the c irc umstanc es of the c ase.”  

 

 The spec ific  c ase of the petitioner is tha t he purc hased  an 

agric ultura l land  to an extent of Ac .12.00 guntas in Sy.No.535 a t 

Sarampa lly village.  Sinc e the sa id  land  was in d ispute, he filed  a  suit 

in O.S.No.15 fo 2007 aga inst one Koda  Lac ha iah and  others before 

the lea rned  Distric t Judge, a t Karimnagar.  The sa id  suit is pend ing 

c onsidera tion.  Pend ing the suit, he filed  an app lic a tion in IA.No.95 

of 2007 for injunc tion and  the sa id  interloc utory app lic a tion was 

a llowed  gra ting  ad -interim injunc tion in his favour on 30.05.2007.  

When one Gund lapa lli Srinivas tried  to c onstruc t a  house in the sa id  

land , he lodged  a  c omp la int lead ing to reg istra tion of Crime No.251 

of 2009 da ted  08.06.2009. However, the sa id  p roc eed ings were not 

quashed  by this Court in Crl.P.No.5558 of 2008 da ted  09.07.2010.  

Subsequently, when the 4th respondent interfered  with the peac eful 

possession over the sa id  p roperty, she lodged  a  c omp la int on 



 2 

08.07.2013 requesting  the third  respondent to take appropria te 

ac tion. Sinc e no ac tion was taken, the p resent writ petition is filed . 

 

Learned  Government Pleader appearing  for the respondents 

1 to 3, filed  c ounter a ffidavit of third  respondent whereunder it is 

sta ted  tha t Sirc illa  polic e enquired  into the c omp la int da ted  

08.07.2013 of the petitioner.  On enquiry it was revea led  tha t the 

matter is c ivil in na ture and  the sub jec t ma tter of the c omp la int is 

a lready c eased  of by the c ompetent c ivil Court in O.S.No.15 of 

2007. Therefore, the respondent polic e have suggested  the 

petitioner to approac h the c ivil Court for red ressa l.  

 

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

a ffidavit, the grievanc e of the petitioner tha t the respondent polic e 

have not taken any ac tion, c annot be c ountenanc ed .  Therefore, 

there a re no merits in the writ petition and  the same is liab le to be 

d ismissed . 

Ac c ord ing ly, the writ petition is d ismissed .  It is need less to 

observe tha t if the ad -interim injunc tion orders granted  in favour of 

the petitioner a re in any way viola ted , it is a lways open for her to 

invoke the p rovisions of Order XXXIX, Rule 2(a ) of CPC as per law.  

There sha ll be no order as to c osts. 

 

 Misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll a lso stand  c losed .  

 

__________________ 

P. KESHAVA RAO, J 

 

Da te:29.11.2018 

c c m 
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