
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

W.P. No.27285 OF 2018 

 

ORDER: 

 

 Heard  Mr.V.V.N. Narayana  Rao for petitioner and  the lea rned  

Assistant Government Pleader for Revenue. 

 The petitioner c omp la ins aga inst the inac tion of respondents 

2 to 4 in launc hing p rosec ution aga inst 5th respondent for submitting  

fake doc uments and  c ausing loss to exc hequer while ob ta ining  the 

p roc eed ings Ref.G/ 2387/ 2015 da ted  19.12.2015, as illega l and  

amounts to refusing to exerc ise the authority or jurisd ic tion 

c onferred  on the respondents. 

 The petitioner c la iming to be a  law ab id ing  c itizen, c omp la ins 

aga inst the inac tion of respondents in taking the p roc eed ings 

da ted  08.09.2016 to its log ic a l end .  The issue a rises under the A.P. 

Agric ultura l Land  (Conversion for Non-Agric ultura l Purpose) Ac t, 

2006 (for short ‘ the Ac t’ ). The 5th respondent app lied  for land  

c onversion under the Ac t.  The 3rd  respondent issued  p roc eed ings 

da ted  19.12.2015 for c onversion and  d irec ted  payment of 

Rs.3,39,750/ - towards c onversion c harges.  The petitioner suspec ting  

foul p lay on the va lua tion d isc losed  by 5th respondent c omp la ined  

before the 3rd  respondent.  The 3rd  respondent issued  p roc eed ings 

da ted  08.09.2016 c a lling  upon the 5th respondent to pay 

Rs.9,75,800/ - towards land  c onversion c harges and  the ba lanc e 

a fter g iving  c red it to Rs.3,39,750/ - and  it is not d isputed  tha t the 

same is c ollec ted .  The last four lines of the p roc eed ings refer to 

initia ting  p rosec ution aga inst 5th respondent.  Now the petitioner 

c ha llenges the inac tion of respondents in launc hing p rosec ution 

and  sec uring c onvic tion of 5th respondent. 
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 Mr.Narayana  Rao has substantia lly reitera ted  the averments 

in the writ a ffidavit and  has fa irly sta ted  tha t onc e the issue is 

b rought to the notic e of the respondents whic h resulted  in 

c ollec tion of d ifferenc e of amount, it is for respondents to further 

ac t in the matter.  He however, submits tha t the petitioner sinc e is 

an Advoc a te and  law ab id ing  c itizen is questioning  the inac tion of 

respondents.  After looking a t the desc rip tion of petitioner and  5th 

respondent, to the pointed  query of Court whether the petitioner 

and  the 5th respondent a re rela ted , Mr.Narayana  Rao submits tha t 

from the Surname of both the parties, it looks like they a re rela ted .  

This Court is of the view tha t the petitioner, if has a  grievanc e to 

grind  aga inst 5th respondent, he has a lready moved  the authorities 

and  the moving in resulted  in issuing  proc eed ings da ted  08.09.2016 

and  ought not to be further used  as an instrument for settling  the 

persona l sc ores between the parties, if any. In c ases like this, the 

petitioner is required  to sa tisfy the Court on bona  fides in sensitizing 

the authorities to take up  c onsequentia l or further ac tion as desired  

or dec ided  by them. Onc e the element of bona  fides is not 

sa tisfied , this Court is of the view tha t the writ jurisd ic tion ought not 

to be enterta ined  for settling  the persona l sc ores.  Exc ep t the above 

grounds, no point is urged .  When the Court desired  to impose c osts, 

Mr.Narayana  Rao pursuaded  the Court not to impose the c osts.  

Henc e, the writ petition is d ismissed  without c osts.  

            Misc ellaneous petitions, pend ing if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

  

   

                                               ______________ 

                                                                                           S.V.BHATT,J 

Date:02.08.2018 

Stp  


