IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM
PRESENT:
THE HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE MR.ASHOK BHUSHAN
THE HONOURABLE MR.JJ;TICE A .M.SHAFFIQUE

FRIDAY, THE 22ND DAY OF MAY 2015/1ST JYAISHTA, 1937

WP(C) .No. 13029 of 2015 (C)

CHANDRIKA, W/O.LATE UNNIKRISHNAN, THEKKETHIL HOUSE
KONDAZHI (POST), MAYANNOOR, THALAPPILY TALUK
THRISSUR DISTRICT.

BY ADV. SRI.K.RAVI (PARIYARATH)

RESPONDENT (S) :-

1. THE STATE OF KERALA
REPRESENTED BY ITS SECRETARY TO THE GOVERNMENT
HOME DEPARTMENT, THIRUVANANTHAPURAM - 695 001.

2. THE SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, THRISSUR - 680 001.

3. THE CIRCLE INSPECTOR OF POLICE
CHELAKKARA POLICE STATION, THRISSUR DISTRICT - 680 001.

4. SATHEESH KUMAR
S/0.BALAN, KIZHAKOOT, THALIKKULAM VILLAGE
CHAVAKKAD TALUK, THRISSUR DISTRICT - 680 506.

R4 BY ADV. SRI.R.SREEHARI
R1 TO R3 BY SR.GOVERNMENT PLEADER SRI.C.R.SYAMKUMAR

THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) HAVING BEEN FINALLY HEARD ON
22-05-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING:
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WP(C) .No. 13029 of 2015 (C)

APPENDIX

PETITIONER(S) ' EXHIBITS :-

EXT.P1:TRUE COPY OF THE RECEIPT OF RE-PAYMENT OF MONEY BY THE
DAUGHTER OF THE PETITIONER TO THE 4TH RESPONDENT DATED 18.01.2012
WITH ENGLISH TRANSLATION.

EXT.P2:TRUE COPY OF THE PHOTOGRAPH APPEARED IN WHATSUP WITH
OBJECTIONABLE COMMENTS ATTRIBUTED TO THE PETITITIONERS SON DATED
NIL WITH ENGLISH TRANSLATION.

EXT.P3:TRUE COPY OF THE COMPLAINT PREFERRED BY THE PETITIONER

BEFORE THE 3RD RESPONDENT DATED 26.03.2015 WITH ENGLISH
TRANSLATION.

RESPONDENT (S) ' EXHIBITS :- NIL

//TRUE COPY//

P.A. TO JUDGE



ASHOK BHUSHAN, C.] &
A.M. SHAFFIQUIE, ]J.

Dated this the 22" day of May 2015

JUDGMENT

Shaffique, ]J.

The petitioner has approached this Court seeking police
protection. It is inter alia alleged that the 4™ respondent, who is
having financial dispute with one Ramachandran, is being
enemical to the petitioner and her family and threatening them.
The petitioner had submitted complaint to the police to provide
adequate police protection. Since no action has been taken in the
matter, this writ petition has been filed.

2. Learned counsel for the 4" respondent submits that the
4™ respondent has not threatened the petitioner or her family as
alleged.

3. An interim order had already been passed by this Court
on 24.4.2015 directing the police to conduct an enquiry into any of
the complaint given by the petitioner.

4. Having regard to the aforesaid factual situation, we do
not think that any further direction is required to be passed in this

writ petition. We only observe that if there is any offence being
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committed or attempt to commit offence, on the complaint of the

petitioner, the police shall look into the matter and do the needful.

With the above observation, this writ petition is closed.

Sd/-
ASHOK BHUSHAN
CHIEF JUSTICE

Sd/-
A.M. SHAFFIQUE
JUDGE
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