
HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE P. KESHAVA RAO  

 

W RI T PETI TI ON No .1 9 5 9 2  o f  2 0 1 4  

ORDER:   

 
  

Heard learned counsel for the pet it ioners, learned Governm ent  

Pleader for respondents 1 to 4 and Mr. G.L. Narasim ha Rao, learned 

counsel for respondent  5 to 7. 

 

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

“…the Hon’ble Court  may be pleased to issue writ  of m andam us 

declar ing the act ion of the respondent  Nos.2 to 4 and their 

subordinates in interfer ing in civil disputes in respect  of the 

land of the pet it ioners i.e. land admeasuring Ac.5-34 gts.,  

in Sy.No.165/ AA situated at  Pedda Thanda (V) ,  

H/ o Edulapuram, Khammam Rural (M) , Khammam Dist r ict ,  

despite injunct ion order granted in I A.No.2068/ 2013 in 

OS.No.595/ 2013 dated 30.12.2013 on the file of learned Senior 

Civil Judge, Khammam is illegal, arbit rary, violat ive of principles 

of natural just ice and consequent ly direct  the respondent  Nos.2 

to 4 not  to interfere with in the civil disputes in any m anner and 

pass such other order orders as this Hon’ble Court  may deems 

fit ,  j ust  and proper in the circumstances 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 19.07.2014 

issued by the Sub- I nspector of Police, Kham m am  Rural Police Stat ion, 

Kham m am  Dist r ict . 

 

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

that  respondent  No.6 herein lodged a com plaint  on 25.11.2013 with 

the Stat ion House Officer, Kham m am  Rural Police Stat ion, stat ing that  

the third pet it ioner had t respassed into the land in Sy.No.165/ AA, 

Pedda Thanda village, H/ o. Edulapuram , Kham m am  Rural Mandal,  

Kham m am  Dist r ict  and dam aged the boundary stones of the land. 

Therefore, he requested to take necessary act ion. Basing on the 

com plaint ,  a case in Cr.No.567 of 2013 for the offence under Sect ions 

447 and 427of the I ndian Penal Code was registered on 25.11.2013 
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against  the third pet it ioner herein and invest igat ion was taken up. 

During the course of invest igat ion, the com plainant  and five witnesses 

were exam ined and their  statem ents were recorded. As per the 

revenue records, since 1984 one Kam bam pat i Purna Chander Rao and 

others are owners and possessors of the said land. On 29.11.2013,  

the third pet it ioner was arrested and sent  to judicial custody. The case 

is pending t r ial vide CC.No.35 of 2014 before the I I  Addit ional Judicial 

First  Class Magist rate, Kham m am . Except  register ing the above said 

cr im inal case, the respondent  No.4 never interfered in the civil 

disputes between the pet it ioners and the unofficial respondents at  any 

point  of t im e. The pet it ioners also lodged a com plaint  on 24.02.2014 

with the respondent  No.4 stat ing that  respondent  Nos.5 to 7 have 

t respassed into their  land in Sy.No.165/ AA, Pedda Thanda Village,  

H/ o Edulapuram , Kham m am  Rural Mandal, Kham m am  Dist r ict  and 

requested to take necessary act ion against  the unofficial respondent  

Nos.5 to 7. After enquiry, it  was revealed that , as per the revenue 

records, since 1984 one Kam bam pat i Purna Chander Rao and others 

are owners and possessors of the said land. Therefore, respondent  

Nos.5 to 7 have not  t respassed into the said land, as alleged by the 

pet it ioners. Hence, no cr im inal case was registered. The allegat ion of 

the pet it ioners that  the respondent  – police interfered with land of the 

pet it ioners is also incorrect  and baseless. 

 

5. From  a perusal of the affidavit  filed in support  of the writ  

pet it ion and the inst ruct ions placed on record by the learned 

Governm ent  Pleader, it  appears that  there are civil disputes between 

the part ies in respect  of the land in Sy.No.165/ AA of Pedda Thanda 

Village, H/ o Edulapuram , Kham m am  Rural Mandal, Kham m am  Dist r ict .  

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. 
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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 9, 2019 

DSK 
 


