A

HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

{Special Original Jurisdiction)

MOMDAY, THE FOURTEENTH DAY OF MARCH
VO THOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO

PRESENT

THE HON'BLE SMT JUSTICE LALITHA KANMEGANTI

WRIT PETITION NO: 13158 OF 2022
Between: ke

Jangili Satheiah, S/0. Late Narzsaiah, aged about 87-years, Ccc. Agriculturs,
Fio Phanigiri village, NagaramMandal, Suryapet District, TS

...FETITIONER
AMND
1. The Slate of Telangana, rep by ils Principal Secretary, Home Department,
Seoretariat Building, Hyderabad.
2. The Direclor General of Palice,, Lakdi-ka-pocl, Hydarabag.
3. The Superintendent of Police, Suryapet District
4. Tha Sub-Divisional, Police Officer. Suryapat District, TS.
5. The Station House Officer, Magaram Mandal, Suryapet District

RESPONDENTS

Fetfition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to pass an order or Cireclion more particularly one in the nature of Wit
Mandamus to deciare the action of the Respondent Mo2, in not properly
disposing of Ine Peliloners represenlation dated 26/02/2020 against Improper
investigation done by the then Respondent No.5, in this regard the Crims
Mo 032018 WiSac 420, 423 Riw 156{3] of CRPC on the file of Respondent No.5
coverad by this Honourablz Court order wide in WE no10888/2020 dated
10820217 is illegal, arbitrary, vollative of principals of nalural justice and against
the article 14, 19, 21 and 300-A constitution of India and consequenily direct the
Respondant Moo £ to inibate disciplinary proceedings against the Respondent
mo.3, 4 and 5 for having submitted false infonmation fo the Respondent No.2 in
turn Fespondent Mo.2 made the same stereotyped submiszion before this
Honourable Court as such the Respondent No.2 is mislead by the Respondent
Mod, 4 and 5 warranting disciplinary proceedings against them upon the
Patitioner representation dated 26/08/2020 is the subject matler of the present
writ petition vida in Crima No.Q32018 LWSec 420, 423 Riw 156(3) of CRPC c:nﬁ tha



file of Respondent No.5. by giving fair opportunity of the petitioner baing heard
and submit the relevant documents forthwith

1A NO: 1 OF 2022
Petition under Section 161 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition. the High Caurl may be pleased Lo
direct the Respondent Mo, 2 to initiate disciplinary- procesdings against lhe
Respondent Mo.3, 4 and 5 for having submitted false information to the
Respondent Mo.2 in turn Respondent No.2 made the same stareotyped
submission befora this Honourable Court as such the Respondent No.2 is mislead
by the Respondent No3. 4 ad 5 warranting disciplinary proceadings againsl them
upon the Petitioner representation dated 26/05/2020 is the subject matler of the
present writ petition vide in Crime No 03/2018 U'Sec 420, 422 Riw 156 {3} CRPGC
an the file of Respondant No 5 by giving of the petitionar being heard and submil
the ralevant documents forthwith pending disposal of the main Writ petition
Counsel for the Petitioner: SRl J. RAGHURAM

Counsel for Respondents: AGP FOR HOME

The Court made the following: ORDER



THE HON'BLE SMT. JUSTICE LALITHA KANNEGANTI

WRIT PETITION No. 13158 of 2022
ORDER:

(naestioning the action of the 2 respondent —
Directar Gencral of Pelice in not properly disposing of the
etitioner’s representation dated 26.035.2020 against impronper
nvestigaiion done by Lhe then Starion Housc Officer — 30
respondent in Crime Mo, 3 of 2018 registered for the olfences
under Seclions 420, 423 read wilh Scction 156(3) Cr.P.C., this
Wil Pelition is filed.
2 The case of the petitioner is that in Crime No, 3 of
2018, the police have done a defective investigation and filed =
final report siating that the case is ‘civil in nature’. The
petitioner  therclore, made @ representation to the 2nd
respondent — Director General of Police to take action against
the Btation House Olficer and when the same was rol acted
upon, be fled Writ Petiion No, 10888 of 2020, wherein this
Court by order dated 10082021 divecred the respondents
therein to dispose ol the said representazion. It is the Turther
case of the peritivner that the police without giving him any
opportunity passed orders and in fzel he initiated contemmpt

procesdings belore Lhis Court. In the said case, the respondents



have filed a counter-alfidast which is a stereotyped history ol
the title of the case,

3. ari J, Raghuram, learned counsel for the petitioner
submits that Respondents 3 and 4 gro i the habit of
submitting lalsc reporls to Respondeont MNoi2 as pPer their
convenience to shield the accused amd property acd in this
case, Improper and defective investgation was done Oy thy G
responcent Lo save the mocused, He submise et disciplinary
inguity has to be ‘nitiated against the inen Statorn House
COfficer — Responcenl Mo anc sn appartanity be given o the
petitioner to be heard A nd submit (he decuments.

&, Learned Assistant Government Plezder for Tlom:
submits thal 1l now, the pelitioner has filed 13 Writ Petifiuns.
He submirs that in fact, the Superintendent of Police has
conducred & detailed eneuiry on the allegations mads by the
petitioner. He further submits that the Tahsildar and the: Joint
Collecior advised both the parties to approach the givil Court e
resclving their dispuies, hence, the mattor wWas referred o oas
‘oivil in nature’. According to the learred Assistant (Govermincot.
Pleader, when the police conducted investipation and filed the
final report, the remedy available o the peritioner i to = 2

prolest [IeTition and he cannol approach this



Court inveking the jurisdiction under Ardcle 226 of the
Consatution, which is nothing but & pure abuse of process of
laxs.

=H This Court has gone through the entire material
avallable on record and the olher writ petitions filed by the
oetitloner before this Court. The pelilioner is trving to convert
the Writ Court inte & Magistrale Courl and wants to get his
gricvance redressed, This Court cannot entertain such Petitions
when the petitioner has an etfective aliernative remedy of Rling a
Prolesk peniinT,

i1, Though this Court intends e impose exemoplany
costs on the pedticner for filing this Pertitdon and wasting the
precions hodrs of the Courr, taking & lenient view, rthe Writ
Pelition is dismissed wilhioul cosis,

s The WMiscellaneous Applications, i any shall stand

aulomeatically closad,

SDI-MOHD. SANAULLAH ANSARI]
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
HTRUE COPY!! R e
SECTION OFFICER
To,
1. One CC to Sri J. Raghuram Advocate [OPUC]
7. Two CCslo GP For Hame, High Court for the State of Telangana. [OUT]
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HIGH COURT

DATED: 14/03/2022
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ORDER

WP.No.13158 of 2022

DISMISSING THE WRIT PETITION

WITHOUT COSTS
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