IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM
PRESENT:
THE HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE MR.ASHOK BHUSHAN
THE HONOURABLE MR.J&USTICE A.M.SHAFFIQUE
MONDAY, THE 19TH DAY OF OCTOBER 2015/27TH ASWINA, 1937

WP(C).No. 2476 of 2013 (H)

PETITIONER :

THOTTAHIL MARYKUTTY
AGED 60 YEARS, W/O.THOMAS,
RESIDING AT THOTTATHIL HOUSE

PANATHADY VILLAGE, HOSURG TALUK,
KASARGOD DISTRICT.

BY ADV. SRI.SURESH KUMAR KODOTH
RESPONDENT(S)

1. THE STATION HOUSE OFFICER
RAJAPURAM POLICE STATION,
KASARAGOD DISTRICT-671121.

2. THE DISTRICT POLICE CHIEF
VIDYANAGAR, KASARAGOD DISTRICT-671123.

3. T.T.JOSEPH
S/0.MARYKUTTY,

RESIDING AT THOTTATHIL HOUSE, PANATHADY P.O.,
PANATHADY VILLAGE, HOSDURG TALUK
KASARAGOD DISTRICT-671532.

4. SOLY JOSEPH

W/O.T.T.JOSEPH, RESIDING AT THOTTATHIL HOUSE
PANATHADY P.O., HOSDURG TALUK,
KASARGOD DISTRICT-671532.
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5. T.T.SAJAN

S/0.MARYKUTTY, RESIDING AT THOTTATHIL HOUSE
PANATHADY VILLAGE & POST, HOSDURG TALUK
KASARAGOD DISTRICT-671532.

6. MINI SAJAN

W/O.T.T.SAJAN, S/O.MARYKUTTY

RESIDING AT THOTTATHIL HOUSE

PANATHADY VILLAGE & POST, HOSDURG TALUK
KASARAGOD DISTRICT, PIN - 671 532.

R1 & R2 BY SR. GOVT. PLEADER SRI. C.R. SYAMKUMAR
R3 TO R6 BY ADV. SRL.V.R.REKESH

THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) HAVING BEEN FINALLY HEARD ON 19-10-2015,
THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING:
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APPENDIX

PETITIONERS' EXHIBITS :

EXHIBIT-P1: TRUE COPY OF THE PLAINT IN OS NO.262/2012 BEFORE THE COURT
OF MUNSIFF, HOSDURG.

EXHIBIT-P2: TRUE COPY OF CMP NO.11246/2012 BEFORE JUDICIAL FIRST CLASS
MAGISTRATE (1), HOSDURG.

EXHIBIT-P3: TRUE COPY OF THE REPRESENTATION DATED 22/12/2012 BEFORE
THE 2ND RESPONDENT.

RESPONDENTS' EXHIBITS NIL

IITRUE COPY//

P.A. TO JUDGE
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ASHOK BHUSHAN, C)
&
A.M.SHAFFIQUE, }.
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W.P.C.N0.2476 of 2013

Dated this the 19" day of October 2015

JUDGMENT

Shaffique, ]

This writ petition is filed by the petitioner seeking police
protection. Though there is a family dispute between the parties
as evident from the averments in the writ petition, the police
cannot interfere in the same.

2. During the pendency of the writ petition, no untoward
incident has been reported. Hence we do not think that there is
any necessity to continue with this writ petition. However, we
observe that if any law and order situation arises in future, it shall
be open for the petitioner to file necessary complaint before the
police.

With the above observation, this writ petition is closed.

(sd/-)

(ASHOK BHUSHAN, CHIEF JUSTICE)
(sd/-)

(A.M.SHAFFIQUE, JUDGE)

True Copy PA o Judge
jsr/19/10/2015












