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1. The writ petition claims that, her husband was 

abducted. 

2. State and the private respondents are represented. 

3. Report submitted on behalf of the State be taken on 

record.  

4. It appears from the report of the State that, the 

husband of the writ petition took gold from the private 

respondent under written agreement. He was unable 



 2 

to give back the gold or repay the valuation of the gold. 

The value of a portion of the gold that was taken was 

paid by the husband of the writ petitioner.  

5. Report states that, since a police Constable was 

involved in receiving the payment of the value of the 

portion of the gold, departmental proceeding was 

initiated against such Constable.  

6. State is at liberty to conclude such departmental 

proceeding in accordance with law.  

7. On the submission made on behalf of the petitioner 

that, the husband of the petitioner was kept confined 

by the private respondents, we are requested the 

learned advocate for the private respondents to ensure 

that, the husband of the writ petitioner was made 

available on the virtual platform, since, he was located 

at Bangalore. We also requested the learned advocate 

appearing for the writ petitioner to allow the writ 

petitioner to appear on the virtual platform.  

8. When the matter was taken up for final hearing, both 

the writ petitioner as well as the husband of the writ 

petitioner appeared on the virtual platform. Learned 

advocate for the writ petitioner put questions to the 

husband of the writ petitioner which, were responded 

to. 

9. We do not find that, any further order need be passed 

in this present writ petition, as the husband of the 

writ petitioner is located. 
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10. WPA (H) 76 of 2026 is disposed of. 

 

                                     (Debangsu Basak, J.) 

 

                                       (Aryak Dutt, J.)            
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