
HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO 

WRIT PETITION No.9279 of 2014 

ORDER:  

 

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

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 2nd  respondent in interfering with the c ivil d isputes 

between the petitioners and  the 3rd  respondent and  not a llowing the 

petitioners to  p roc eed  with c onstruc tion ac tivities in p remises bearing 

M.No.12-11-171/ 4/ 2/ A to an extent of 600 square ya rds situa ted  in 

Sy.Nos.20, 23, 24, 25 and  31 of Upperbasti, Nama lagundu, Sec underabad , 

on the ground  tha t c ivil suit is pend ing in respec t of the p roperty, as illega l, 

a rb itra ry, and  c ontra ry to law and  c onsequently d irec t the respondents 2 

and  3 not to interfere with the c ivil d isputes pend ing between the 

petitioners and  the 3rd  respondent 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 basic  grievanc e of the petitioners is tha t the 2nd  

respondent is interfering  with the c ivil d isputes between the 

petitioners and  the 3rd  respondent and  not a llowing the petitioners 

to  p roc eed  with c onstruc tion ac tivities in p remises bearing  

M.No.12-11-171/ 4/ 2/ A to an extent of 600 square ya rds situa ted  in 

Sy.Nos.20, 23, 24, 25 and  31 of Upperbasti, Nama lagundu, 

Sec underabad .  A perusa l of the p roc eed ing sheet shows tha t on 

16.08.2017 this Court d irec ted  the lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for 

the petitioners to pay ba tta  to serve the notic es to the un-served  

respondents and  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioners is a lso 

permitted  to take out persona l notic e to the c orrec t add ress of the 

un-served  respondents by reg istered  post ac knowledgement due 

and  file p roof of servic e thereof into the Court within a  period  of six 



  2 

weeks from the da te of the order.  On fa ilure, the writ petition sha ll 

stand  d ismissed  as aga inst the un-served  respondents without 

referenc e to the Court order.  From the endorsement made by the 

reg istry, it is evident tha t the petitioner has not c omp lied  with the 

order da ted  16.08.2017 resulting  in d ismissa l of the writ petition for 

default aga inst the third  respondent.   

 

4. In fac t, the writ petition is filed  seeking a  d irec tion to the 

sec ond  respondent not to interfere with the c ivil d ispute between 

the petitioners and  the third  respondent.  When the writ petition 

itself is d ismissed  for default aga inst the third  respondent, no further 

c ause would  survive in the writ petition to p roc eed  with.   

 

5. Ac c ord ing ly, the writ petition is d ismissed .  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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HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

WRIT PETITION No.9279 of 2014 

 

 Date:06.11.2018 

c c m  


