
IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM 
PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE MR.ASHOK BHUSHAN 
&

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE A.M.SHAFFIQUE 
THURSDAY, THE 28TH DAY OF MAY 2015/7TH JYAISHTA, 1937

WP(C).No. 15826 of 2015 (C) 
----------------------------

PETITIONER(S) :-
------------------
   1.  MADHU, AGED 36 YEARS

  S/O MUTHU, PUTHUVEETTIL HOUSE, NANDANALAYAM
  MUMBALAKKODU DESOM, PAZHAYANNUR VILLAGE
  THALAPPILLY TALUK, THRISSUR DISTRICT.

   2.  DEVAN, AGED 24 YEARS
  S/O MURALEEDHARAN, PEECHAMKOTTIL HOUSE
  MUMBALAKKODU DESOM, PAZHAYANNUR VILLAGE
  THALAPPILLY TALUK, THRISSUR DISTRICT.
  BY ADVS.SRI.SANTHOSH P.PODUVAL
          SMT.R.RAJITHA

RESPONDENT(S) :-
--------------------
    1. CIRCLE INSPECTOR OF POLICE, 

  WADAKKANCHERY POLICE STATION
  THRISSUSR DISTRICT-680 001.

    2. SUB INSPECTOR OF POLICE
  WADAKKANCHERY POLICE STATION
  THRISSUR DISTRICT-680001.

    3. JAYASREE
  W/O KRISHNAKUMAR, SIVAMAYAM MADOM, ENKAKAD VILLAGE
  THRISSUR DISTRICT-680589.
  R1 & R2 BY SR.GOVERNMENT PLEADER SRI.C.R.SYAMKUMAR

  THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL)  HAVING COME UP FOR ADMISSION
ON  28-05-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE
FOLLOWING:



WP(C).No. 15826 of 2015 (C) 
----------------------------

APPENDIX
PETITIONER(S)' EXHIBITS :-
-----------------------------
EXHIBIT P1: TRUE COPY OF THE ORDER DATED 5.2.2014 IN BAIL APPL.
NO.781/14 OF THIS HON'BLE COURT.
EXHIBIT P2: TRUE COPY OF THE ORDER DATED 28.3.2014 IN BAIL
APPL.NO.2162/2014 OF THIS HON'BLE COURT.
EXHIBIT P3: TRUE COPY OF THE ORDER IN BAIL APPL.NO.2529/2014 OF
THIS HON'BLE COURT.

RESPONDENT(S)' EXHIBITS :- NIL
-------------------------------

//TRUE COPY//

P.A. TO JUDGE



ASHOK BHUSHAN, C.J &
A.M. SHAFFIQUE, J.

----------------------------------
W.P.(C) No.15826 of 2015

--------------------------------------
Dated this the 28th day of  May 2015

J U D G M E N T

Shaffique, J.

The  petitioners  have  approached  this  Court  alleging

harassment by the first respondent.  It is submitted that there are

several cases between the petitioners and the 3rd respondent and

their family members.  There is an allegation that the petitioners

had  committed  theft,  for  that  purpose,  petitioners  are

unnecessarily being harassed.

2. It  is  not  in  dispute  that  a  crime  had  already  been

registered  against  the  petitioners  and  they  had  obtained

anticipatory  bail.   In  fact,  for  the  purpose of  investigation,  the

police  will  have  to  summon  the  petitioners  and  take  their

statements.   They  will  have  to  paricipate  in  the  investigation

process and that itself will not amount to any harassment.  The

investigation will be conducted in accordance with the provisions

of the Code of Criminal Procedure.  



W.P.(C) No.15826 of 2015

-: 2 :-

Under  such  circumstances,  we  do  not  think  that  any

case of harassment is made out in the writ petition.  Accordingly,

the same is closed.  

  Sd/-
                                   ASHOK BHUSHAN

                                                                  CHIEF JUSTICE

  Sd/-  
              A.M. SHAFFIQUE

                                                                      J UDGE

Jvt


