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HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO  
 

Writ Petition No. 459 of 2014 

 

ORDER:  

 

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

“ For the reasons sta ted  in the ac c ompanying a ffidavit, it 

is p rayed  tha t the Honourab le Court may be p leased  to issue an 

appropria te writ, order or d irec tion, more partic ula rly one in the 

na ture of MANDAMUS dec la ring the ac tion of the 3rd respondent 

and  his subord ina tes in interfering with the c ivil and  relig ious 

matters ha rassing  the petitioners summoning them to the polic e 

sta tion without any fault p ressurizing to vac a te the offic e of the 

Mujawarship  without fa llowing due p roc ess of law and  without 

any c ourt order a t the behest of the respondent Nos. 4 and  5, as 

illega l, a rb itra ry, c apric ious and  ma la -fide without any authority 

amounting to interfering  with the c ivil ma tters c ontra ry to va rious 

judgments rendered  by this Honorab le Court not only viola tive of 

p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e but a lso viola tive of Artic le 21 of 

Constitution of Ind ia  and  pass suc h other order or orders as this 

Honourab le Court deems fit and  p roper in the c irc umstanc es of 

the c ase.”  

 

2. The ma in grievanc e of the petitioners in the p resent writ 

petition is tha t the 3rd  respondent is interfering  with relig ious a ffa irs, 

whic h is a  c ivil ma tter and  p ressurizing the petitioners to vac a te the 

offic e of the Mujawarship  a t the behest of respondent Nos.4 and  5. 

3. Learned  Government Pleader p lac ed  on rec ord  the written 

instruc tions da ted  13.01.2014 submitted  by the Sub-Inspec tor of 

Polic e, Yedpa lly Polic e Sta tion, Nizamabad Distric t i.e. 3rd  

respondent herein and  the same a re made as pa rt of the rec ord . 

4. A perusa l of the written instruc tions would  revea l tha t the 3rd 

respondent neither ha rassed  nor threa tened  the petitioners and  

never interfered  with the c ivil and  relig ious matters between the 

petitioners and  the unoffic ia l respondent Nos.4 and  5 by c a lling  the 
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petitioners to the polic e sta tion.  As of now, no c ase wha tsoever is 

reg istered  aga inst the petitioners as well as the respondent Nos.4 

and  5 on the file of the 3rd  respondent polic e sta tion.  It is a lso sta ted  

in the written instruc tions tha t the respondent Nos.4 and  5 never 

approac hed  the Sta tion House Offic er, Yedpa lly Polic e Sta tion and  

never filed  any c omp la int.  It is further sta ted  tha t the p resent writ 

petition has been filed  as a  p rec autionary measure if the 

respondent Nos.4 and  5 or anybody lodge c omp la int aga inst the 

petitioners and  tha t the polic e should  not take nay ac tion. 

5. Taking the above sa id  fac ts into c onsidera tion, this Court is of 

the op inion tha t there a re no merits in the writ petition and  the 

same is liab le to be d ismissed . 

6. 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 stand  c losed . 

 

___________________ 

  P. KESHAVA RAO, J  

 

Da te: 27.08.2019. 

c c m 
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HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO  
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