HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
(Special Original Jurisdiction)

TUESDAY, THE THIRTIETH DAY OF JUNE
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY

PRESENT
THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE T.VINOD KUMAR
WRIT PETITION NO: 9346 OF 2020

Betweesn:

M. anardnan Rediy, S'o. Yadl Reddy Aged 55 years. Cco. Business Rin.Plot Mo 21,
Jupital Coleny Tindmalagiri, Secundarabad.

-.PETITIONER
AND

1. The Slale of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary. Home Department,
Secretariat, Hyderahad,

2. Diractor General of Police, Government of Telangana Lakdik-apool, Hyderabad

3. The Commissioner of Police, Cyberabad, Hyderabad.

4. The Assistant Commissionsr of Police, Pethasheerabad, Cyberabad.

2. The Station House Oficer, Alwal Police Station, Cyberabad.

&. M.Mchan Reddy. S5/o.Lal Reddy Aged about 48 years, Occ: Business
Fanchashesel Enclave, Panchashee! Colony, Hyderabad.

7. Fiaz Ahmed, S/0.0sman Ahmed Aged about 49 years. Oco: Business Rio . 20-4-

3343, Osman Cottage Kilwath, Hyderabad
..RESPONDENTS

Petition under Arlicle 226 of the Constilution of India praying that in the
cimumstances stated in tha affidavit fileg therewith, the High Court may be pleased
lo issue any appropriale writ, order or direction one more particularly ong in the
nature of Writ of Mandamus declaring the action of the Respandents Mo, 3, 4 and his
Officers in interfering with the peaceful possession and enjnymeant of the Patitinners
property land in Sy No.a73/A2/2 to an extent of Ac.0-21 gts, Sy No.5373/A2/3 to an
extent of Ac.G-21 gig, Sy No.573/AZ/4 fo an extent of Ac.0-21 gis, Sy No 573 AZN
o an exlent of Ac.O-21 gita, Sy No.673AZ2/G to an extent of Ac. 00-20 ts total
admeasuring Ac. 2- 24 gts and fand in 5y No.574/E/2 to an extent of AC.0-18 gts, Sy
Mo . E74/E!3 to an axtent of Ac.0-19 gts, Sy No.5T4/E/4 to an extent of Ac.0-20 gis.
Sy No.574/E/5 to an extent of Ac0-18 gls and Sy Mo G74ES o an extant of
Ac.0- 19 gts tofal admeasuring Ac.2-18 gls total admeasuning Ac. 5-00 Gts sifuatad
at Old Alwal, Alwal Village, Medchal-Malkajgiri Districl as being illegal, arbitrarny,
vnconstitutional and violalive of Article 300-A of the Consgtitution of India and
cansequently direct the Respondent Mos, 3,5 and his officers not to interere with

the above property of the Paetifionar in amy manner.



|A NO: 1 OF 2020
Patition under Secticn 151 CPC praving that in the circunstances stated in

the affidavit filed in suppart of the petition, the High Court may te pleasad to direct
the respondent Mo 3. £ and his officers herein not to interfere with the rights of the
Petiticner over the lerd m Sy No S7TIAR2IZ 10 an extent of Az.0-27 gts; Sy
Mo 5T3AZI3 to an extent of Ac.0-21 gts; Sy No G73/A2/d o a7 extenl of Ac0-21
gts, By No.BTAAZ/S5 to an extent of Ac.0-21 gts, Sy Mo 573/A2/G to an sxtent of Ac.
N0-20 Gts total adrmeasuring Ac. 2-24 gts and land in Sy No.574.E/2 to an extent of
ACO-12 gts; Sy No . 5T4/E/3 to an extent of Ac.C-19 gts; Sy No.574'E/4 to an extent
of Ac.0-20 gis. Sy Na.674/'E/G to an extent of A.c.0-12 gts and Sy No 57T4/E/G to an
extent of Ac.0-12 ols Wo1al admeasuring Ac.2-16 glis total admeasuring &c. 5-00 Gis
gituated at Old Alwval, Alwai Village, Meadchal- Malkajgici District and further nol o
intimidate and harass the Petitioner to remove the name boarcs and settle the
malter with the &th Respaoadent, 7ih Respondent and their men pancng disposal of

the Wit Patiten

Counsel far the Petitioner: SRl NARESH REDDY CHINMOLLA,
Counsel for the Respondent Mo.1 to 5: GP FOR HOME
Counsal for the Respondent No.6: SRI V. MURALI MANOHAR

Counsel for the Respondent No.7: Ms. V. CHITRALEKHA,
LEARNED COUNSEL APPEARING ON BEHALF OF 3R1 V. SRINIVAS

The Court made the following: ORDER



HON'BELE SRI JUSTICE T. VINOD KUMAR
WRIT PETITION NQ.9346 OF 2020
ORDER:
The present writ pecition is filed for issue of & writ of
mandamus o declare the action of respordent Nos.3 snd 5, hes
officers in interfering with the peaceful oosscssion and enjovyment

el 1l

=

W petiioners proporty in 3y, No.573 and 374 admcasuring
totodling Ac.2.00 Gis, subdivided into different exients situsied as
Ol Alwal, Alwad wvillage, Medchal, Malkajgivi Dhatrict, as béing

Sl

legal, arbitrary and unconstilatinnal

2. The present writ petition 8 taken ap for hearmeg todsy, 1.e.

S0.06,2020, through Video Contferencing.

a2 Heard learned counsel for the peatoner,  learned
Ciovernment Pleader for Home and Sri V. Murali Manohar, learned
Counsel appearing  for unofficial  respondent  Noob, Ms, W,
Chitralekha, learned Counsel appeanng on behall ol 5 V. Srinivas

for vnoeliicial respondant Nol7.

i, The case of the petitioner 15 that the petitioner 18 owner asdd
possessor of land sdmeasuring Ac.5.00 grs an 5y, Nos 573 and 27

situated al Old Abwal, Alwal village, Medchal, Malkajmiri st
and has obhtained a perpetual injunction against the unotfical
respandenl ngs S and 7in Lhe present wril petitioner and anotber
Iy mpproaching the competent courl ol civil junsdiction viz.,
Principal Senior Civil Judge’s Court, Rangas Reddy strer at TR
Magas, by liling 0.5, No.763 of 2010, The learned counsel lfor the
petitioner subrits that the said swit Oled by the petiticnes: on

contest has been ordered and desreed in his favour by order and

doeree dated 21, 12.2018. T is further claimed char the said order



and decres sttained: finulity, since, no appeal has beor Jiled thoere
dgsinst by the unofhcial respondent Nost and 7 ane anather, 1l
cate and thus, the unothcial respondéants vanool lav any clanm or
nterfore with the petitioner’s possession and enjoyment of the suil
sehredule tancds Iroalso further submiteed by the arred counsel
far the pertioner that the peltitioner has already initialed Exeoutor
Proceedings vide EP Moo 103 of 2019 in 0.8 Mo, 769 of 2010, =z
crer o circlmvent the grder and decres passed by the divil coun
11 D25 Na, ol ol 2010, the unothoial responderis am sensing 1o
interiere with the possession and cnjoyment of tho 3etitioner ayver

ne-sinl schedule lana with the help of respondent Nos.3 and &

o Opposing the above said submission, the Learned Counsels
appearing or unalfeial respondent ‘Mo Gand ¥, subimic char the
salc respondents also filed a suil againse the patitiorer Hsrein ide
ChE Mo 8482 of 2619, as the land of the unothicial respondents s
elsa Jocated By, Mo 873, when the petitioner herem is under the

gquise ©l the ardee and decree oblamed, sought o socoach oo

trer lanids.

&, Learnied Government Pleader Jor Home: haw forvearded to1ts
Cour| by g-mma] the writlen instéactions dated 30.06 2020 whersoy
11 15 =tated toat bascd on the complamt made by Hee 60
respondentl o 2305 2020, a case waeg registcred sgoansl the
petitioncr vide Crime No.242 of 2020 and s peruding mvestention
Whils the said crirme segislered against the petitiener s being
vesliaaced irto, on 25.06.2020 Le,, after the hling (7 158 pres2))
Writ Peuian o 240682020, the &0 wespondent lodleed amaler
complainl belife (ke 5 sespondent auchorlty sstating thar b
pezicioner-and his henchmen are trespassing inty heir ands and

rried |4 erect board in ther land snd the same s penchiou



aad

IMvesngation, Dy e said wrillen insirociions, b s glso sialed
that the petitioner was involved earlicr in ancther three criimes Le,
Crime Mo 192 of 2010, Crime No 120 of 2013 and Crime Mo 2106 of
201%. Tt 15 also staced that thero are civil disputes betwecn the
potitioner and respondent NWob and durning Lhe pendency of the
above cases, the petitioner s tnmg o trespass inoo the above sxid
iand and the respondent has lodping the complaint against the

pulitioner before the police station,

Motwithstandmg the submussion made on behall of the
responcent police through the above wrilten instruct:ong and the
lerrned counsels appeanng on behalf of unefficial respondenis, 1«
12 o be noted that admittedly there are civil disputes between the
petitionct and the unofficial respondent No. 6 and 7, which the
parties will have 1o resolve by approaching the compeatenl civil
court, Mere pendency of the disputes betwecn the petitioner and
the unofficial respondent does not by ilsell conler jurisdiction on
the respondent polies for involving themselves in the civl disputes
unless ordered by court as held by this Court in the cese of
J, Lakshmi and Another V. Commissioner of Police and
Others? znd in oetena ol simidardecisions, whereby this Court had
reslrained the respondent police authonties from interfering in Lhe
civil dispures. Further, the role of the respondent police authorncy
wolld arise only in the évent of any breach of peace ardd law and
arder situation aeising and not when there are disputes relating Lo
idensifcalion ol land or boundaries, which necd w be resolved
iher by revenue authoritics or by having a survey done by making
appropriate steps as prescribed under law.  The only: power
besrowed on the police authorities when disputes relating lo lad

200y AT 175



or water likely 1o cause bresch of peace, is o send 3 reporl 1o the
concerned Execatve Mapistrate for invoking the powers wndor
Section 145 Cr MO, which mowever:is subject o conditioty that ne
procecditigs ard pending before the vl coort. Excop the ghiave
apwer, the respondent nolice have no say with regare 1o resalving
the civil dispures between the partics, - Noticing the growiiteg crerd
nl the police o nterfernngin the coal disprates and bemocallea o
fuestion befure the conrt, the respectlive commissiinerates have
prepargd  standard operating proctdures (S0P and oot un fiv e

wicl slcg, for providivg & auidasyce toocthelr officers, 'whizk i

authorities are reoguwired (o adhere Lo,

= Sinee, 1 is stdted that there are already four cases regisiered
against the petitioner for the alleged oflences stated to have becn
corremiabied o whie 1l iw o glso cldimed thal cases are alss reeislered
againgr the 6™ respondent on the complainot mads by the
petitioner:  the respondent police  suthoritvy shall  conduact
wvesligalion irie the crimes registered seainst the pellionen ad
algo against the respondent|s), strctly inoaccerdance wrh e
withou: interfering of ‘involvinig themselves in the civi Zigpuics
sctweoeh the potiioner and unofiicial respondents, which the

aartics will have to resolve by gpproaching the compelsol authorfit

Jotorany as noncd herein above,

i, Suhjcer o the above direclion, the Wreil Petition ts disposed

¢f. Mo orcder Bg odnsts: Pending imscellaneous petiticnos, W any,

stall slard ciosed in thie hght of This [inal arder.

SD/-3D-K.AMMA
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
HTRUE COPYI! -
SECTION OFFICER
To, !
1. The Principal Secretary, Home Department, State of Telangana. Secretarias, Q;.-T-.-'—J,
Hycarahaa. :



The Direclor General of Police, Governmen! of Telangana Lakdik-apoal,
Hyderabad
The Commissioner of Police, Cyberabad, Hyderabad.
The Asslstant Commissionear of Polics, Petbasheerabad, Cyberabad.
Tha Station Houss Olficer, Alwal Police Stalion, Cyberabad,
Cne CC 10 564 Maresh Reddy Chinnolla, Advocate [OPLIC]
Two CCs to GF For Home, High Court for the State of Telangana. [OUT]
Cne CC fo S V. Murali Manohar, Advocate (OPUC)
. One CC o Ms. VY, Chitralekha, Advocale (QPUC)
10 Two CD Copies.
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HIGH COURT

DATED:30/06/2020

ORDER

WP.No.9346 of 2020

DISPOSING OF THE WRIT PETITION
WITHOUT COSTS
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