
HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE P. KESHAVA RAO  

 

W RI T PETI TI ON No .2 3 2 1 7  o f  2 0 1 4  

ORDER:   

 
  

There is no representat ion on behalf of the pet it ioners. 

 

2. The prayer sought  in the writ  pet it ion is as under:  

“…this Hon’ble Court  may be pleased to issue a writ  order or 

direct ion more part icular ly one in the nature of Writ  of 

Mandamus declar ing the inact ion of the respondents in not  

invest igat ing into the m at ter against  the accused persons in 

Crime No.108/ 2013 registered Under Sect ions 195, 324, 420, 

450, 506 R/ W. Sec.34 I PC on 19-10-2013 and pass such other 

order or orders as this Hon’ble Court  m ay deem  fit  and proper 

in the circum stances of the case.”  

 

3. The learned Governm ent  Pleader appearing for the respondents 

1 to 4 placed on record the writ ten inst ruct ions dated 01.09.2014 

issued by the Sub- I nspector of Police, I eeja Police Stat ion, 

Mahabubnagar Dist r ict . 

 

4. From  a perusal of the said writ ten inst ruct ions, it  is revealed 

that  on the com plaint  given by the second pet it ioner, a case in 

Cr.No.108 of 2013 for the offence under Sect ion 195, 324, 420, 450, 

506 read with 34 of the I ndian Penal Code was registered on the file of 

the I eeja Police Stat ion. During the course of invest igat ion,  

the com plainant  as well as five witnesses were exam ined and their  

statem ents were recorded. From  the invest igat ion conducted, it  was 

revealed that  there was a civil dispute between the com plainant  and 

the accused persons with regard to the land in Sy.No.403/ A situated at  

Chinna Thandrapadu Village, I eeja Mandal, Mahabubnagar Dist r ict .  

From  further enquir ies, it  was revealed that  the com plainant  lodged a 

false com plaint  against  the accused persons. Therefore, after obtaining 

orders from  the SDPO, Gadwal, a final report  was filed referr ing the 

case as false on 26.12.2013 before the learned Judicial First  Class 



  

2 

Magist rate, Gadwal. I n fact , the com plainant  refused to receive the 

not ice in the presence of the Village Revenue Officer, I eeja and the 

sam e has been inform ed to the learned Magist rate, while filing the 

final report . 

 

5. I n that  view of the m at ter, this Court  is of the opinion that  there 

are no m erits in the writ  pet it ion and the sam e is liable to be 

dism issed. 

 

Accordingly, the writ  pet it ion is dism issed. As a sequel thereto, 

pending m iscellaneous pet it ions, if any, shall stand dism issed.  

There shall be no order as to costs. 

________________ 

   P. KESHAVA RAO, J  

 
December 11, 2019 
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