
THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAO  

 

WRIT PETITION No.1841 OF 2015 

ORDER:  

 

Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner. 

 

The p rayer sought for in the writ petition is as under: 

 
“ to issue a  Writ order or d irec tion more partic ula rly one in the na ture of 

WRIT OF MANDAMUS dec la ring the ac tion of the Respondents 1 and  2 in not 

initia ting any ac tion under Prevention of Corrup tion Ac t, 1988 for the sc hedule 

offenc es under A.P. Prevention of Money Laundering Ac t, 2002 for the offenc es 

Committed  by the Respondents 3 and  4 by duly taking the c ompla ints filed  

before the respondents 3 and  4 da ted  10-1-2012 and 21-1-2012 and  not 

forward ing the same to the 2nd  respondent for initia ting  ac tion aga inst them and  

for taking ac tion aga inst the respondents 5 to 8 as illega l, a rb itra ry, and  

unc onstitutiona l and  c onsequently d irec t the respondents 1 and  2 to take 

c ognizanc e of the c ompla int of the petitioner submitted  to the respondents 3 

and  4 da ted  10-1-2012 and  21-1-2012 by themselves and  initia te the ac tion as per 

the p rovisions of Prevention of Corrup tion Ac t under the Sc hedule to the Money 

Laundering Laws and  a lso by taking c ognizanc e of the online c ompla int da ted  9-

1-2015 initia te ac tion aga inst the respondents 5 to 8 under the Companies Ac t .”  

 

 

During  the c ourse of hearing , the lea rned  c ounsel appearing  

for the petitioner informed  this Court tha t the Centra l Government 

have a lready initia ted  the p roc eed ings and  therefore, no further 

c ause would  survive in the writ petition. 

 

Ac c ord ing ly, the writ petition is d ismissed .   At this stage, the 

lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner seeks permission of this 

Court to g ive liberty to the petitioner to ra ise ob jec tions, if any, in 

future.   Sinc e the fina l order tha t will be passed , a fter c onc lusion of 

the p roc eed ings, would  g ive a  fresh c ause of ac tion for the 



 2 

petitioner to ag ita te, this Court is of the op inion tha t no suc h liberty 

is required  to be g iven to the petitioner.    No c osts.  

 

Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

 

___________________ 

                                                       P.KESHAVA RAO,J 

 

22nd  NOVEMBER 2018. 
Tsr 

 


