
THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAO  

 

WRIT PETITION No.30730 OF 2015 

ORDER:  

 

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

Government Pleader appearing  for the respondents 1 to 6. 

 

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

 
“ to issue an appropria te 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 Respondent No. 7 

and  8 in filing  fa lse c ounter a ffidavits in W.P. Nos. 14839 of 2015 and  10890 of 2015 

to p rejud ic e the mind  of this Hon’b le Court though the petitioner is not ac c used 

in many c ases c losed  by p rosec ution for lac k of evidenc e and  in some c ases 

ac quitted  by the tria l c ourt to suppress the petitioner’ s growth as a  Sc heduled  

Community leader and  politic a l leader in Prakasam Distric t and  making a ttempts 

to elimina te the petitioner by enc ountering and  a lso the ac tion of Respondents 

NO. 3 to 5 in not taking ac tion to the letter vide Lr. Rc . No. S2/ 2639/ PKM/ SC/ 2015 

da ted  28-05-2015 as illega l, a rb itra ry and  unc onstitutiona l and  c onsequently 

d irec t the respondent No. 3 to 5 to c onduc t enquiry into the matter by reg istering  

c rime aga inst the Respondent No. 7 and  8 and  to d irec t the Respondent No. 1 to 

pay damages of Rs.50,00,000/  for the pa in and  suffering tha t the petitioner 

underwent .”  

 

 

The spec ific  c ase of the petitioner is tha t respondents 7 and  8 

have filed  fa lse c ounter a ffidavits in W.P.Nos.14839 and  10890 of 

2015 to p rejud ic e the mind  of this Court though the petitioner is not 

ac c used  in many c ases and  tha t they a re a ttempting  to elimina te 

the petitioner by enc ounter apart from the a llega tion tha t the 

respondents 3 to 5 a re not taking  ac tion pursuant to the letter vide 

Lr.No.S2/ 2639/ PKM/ SC/ 2015, da ted  28-05-2015.  

 

The respondents 2 to 6 filed  a  c ounter a ffidavit denying the 

a llega tions made in the a ffidavit filed  in support of the writ petition 



 2 

and  c ontended  inter a lia  tha t due to oversight, a  mistake was 

oc c urred  in the c ounter a ffidavit filed  in W.P.No.10890 of 2015 in 

mentioning the c rime numbers.   It was only a  typographic a l error.   

As fa r as Writ Petition No.14839 of 2015 is c onc erned , it is spec ific a lly 

denied  tha t a t the instiga tion of Loc a l Member of Leg isla tive 

Assembly, the respondents-polic e tried  to elimina te the petitioner.   

It is a lso denied  tha t the respondents-polic e threa tened  the 

petitioner to withd raw the F.I.R.   It is further mentioned  tha t the 

respondents-polic e have no intention a t any point of time to 

elimina te the petitioner by the a lleged  enc ounter.    

 

Having regard  to the fac ts and  taking into c onsidera tion the 

averments made in the c ounter a ffidavit, for whic h, no rep ly 

a ffidavit is filed , this Court is of the op inion tha t no further orders a re 

required  in the writ petition.   

 

Ac c ord ing ly, the writ petition is c losed .   No c osts.  

 

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

 

___________________ 

                                                       P.KESHAVA RAO,J 

 

06th DECEMBER 2018. 
Tsr 

 


