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EEE IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH
=T ar AT AMARAVATI [3521]
[=] ﬁ (Special Original Jurisdiction)

THURSDAY, THE SEVENTH DAY OF MAY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX
PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE DR JUSTICE Y. LAKSHMANA RAO
WRIT PETITION NO: 13684/2026

Between:

1. YERRAGUNTA NAGAMANI, W/O RAMESH, AGED ABOUT 42
YEARS, R/O D.NO. 28-66, IBRAHIMPATNAM VILLAGE AND
MANDAL, NTR DISTRICT.

...PETITIONER
AND

1.THE STATE OF ANDHRA PRADESH, REP., BY ITS PRINCIPAL
SECRETARY, DEPARTMENT OF HOME, SECRETARIAT,
VELAGAPUDI, GUNTUR DISTRICT. 522 238

2. THE SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, VIJAYAWADA, NTR DISTRICT.
520 001

3.SRI RAVI VARMA, S/O NOT KNOWN AGED ABOUT NOT KNOWN,
OCC STATION HOUSE OFFICER (SHO) IBRAHIMPATNAM POLICE
STATION, NTR DISTRICT. 521 456

...RESPONDENT(S):
Counsel for the Petitioner:
1.PILLI SUNDEEP

Counsel for the Respondent(S):



1.GP FOR HOME

The Court made the following:
ORDER:

The Writ Petition has been filed for the following relief:

“...to issue a Writ of Mandamus Declaring the action of the respondents
more particularly the 3rd Respondent, in harassing the petitioner and
her daughter and threatening to register false cases as illegal, arbitrary,
and violative of Articles 14 and 21 of the Constitution of India and
consequently the 2nd respondent to take action against the 3rd
respondent for the harassment and threats done to the petitioner and
her daughter and also direct the respondents to not to interfere with the
life and liberty of the petitioner and her family members by not to insist
on their presence at the police station for a civil/loan dispute and also
direct the Respondents to conduct a comprehensive enquiry into the
representations dated 18.02.2025 with regarding loan repayment and
concerned action and pass ...”

2. Heard the learned counsel for Petitioner and learned Assistant
Government Pleader.

3. Mr. Pilli Sundeep, learned counsel for the Petitioner, submits that
Respondent No. 3 has been harassing and threatening the Petitioner and her
daughter with the registration of false cases, and has been interfering in the
civil dispute concerning the Petitioner’s loan.

4, Sri P. Ajay Babu, learned Assistant Government Pleader, on written
instructions, submits that the Respondent Police have only called the
Petitioner to the Police Station for enquiry upon receipt of a complaint, without
any coercive intention. He further submits that the police have acted strictly in
accordance with law, without interfering in civil disputes or violating the

Petitioners’ rights.



5. Considering the facts and circumstances of the case, and recording the
submissions of the learned Assistant Government Pleader, the Writ Petition is
disposed of, directing Respondent No. 3 not to interfere in the civil disputes of
the Petitioner without following due process of law.

6. Accordingly, the Writ Petition is disposed of. There shall be no order as
to costs.

As a sequel, Miscellaneous petitions, if any pending, shall stand closed.

DR. Y. LAKSHMANA RAO, J

Date: 07.05.2026
KS
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