
 

HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO  

 

WRIT PETITION No.31907 OF 2013 

 

ORDER:  

 

  There is no rep resenta tion on beha lf of the petitioner. 

2. 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 hereby 

p rayed  tha t this Court may be p leased  to issue a  Writ, Order or 

d irec tion more partic ula rly one in the na ture of Writ of Mandamus 

d irec t the respondent No. 1 to c ause enquiry with regard  to the 

interferenc e of the respondent No. 2 in c a lling  the petitioner 

regula rly to the polic e sta tion and p ressurising  the petitioner to settle 

the issue with the  respondents 3 and  4 as a rb itra ry, illega l, null and  

void  and  exc eed ing the powers vested  with him and a lso voila tive 

of Artic les 14, 19 and  21 of the Constitution of Ind ia  and  

c onsequently d irec t the respondent No. 2 not to c a ll the petitioner 

to the polic e sta tion and  not to p ressurise the petitioner to settle the 

issue with the  respondents 3 and  4 and  pass suc h other order or 

orders as deemed fit and  p roper in the c irc umstanc es.”  

 

3. Learned  Government Pleader for Home appearing  for the 

respondents 1 and  2 p lac ed  on rec ord  the written instruc tions da ted  

11.11.2013 issued  by the Sub-Inspec tor of Polic e, Saroornagar Polic e 

Sta tion, Cyberabad  Commissionera te.  Perusa l of the sa id  written 

instruc tions would  ind ic a te tha t no c ompla int or c ase wha tsoever 

was rec eived  or reg istered  aga inst the petitioner on the file of the 

Polic e Sta tion, Saroornagar.  From the perusa l of the a ffidavit it is 

evident tha t there a re d isputes between the petitioner and  the 

respondents 3 and  4 with regard  to business transac tions for whic h 

the respondent-polic e have nothing to do with it.  The respondent-

polic e never seen the petitioner nor summoned  him to the polic e 

sta tion till the da te of issuanc e of the written instruc tions.  The 

a llega tion tha t the respondent-polic e is ha rassing the petitioner by 

summoning him to the polic e sta tion is absolutely fa lse.  It is a lso 
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spec ific a lly mentioned  tha t the respondent-polic e never interfered  

with the c ivil d isputes between the petitioner and  the respondents 3 

and  4. 

4. Taking  the above sa id  sta tement into c onsidera tion, this Court 

is of the op inion tha t no further c ause would  survive in the writ 

petition. 

5. 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 a lso stand  d ismissed . 

 

 

___________________ 

  P. KESHAVA RAO, J  

 

Da te: 16.09.2019. 
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