
IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM 

PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE MR.ASHOK BHUSHAN 
&

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE A.M.SHAFFIQUE 

FRIDAY, THE 29TH DAY OF MAY 2015/8TH JYAISHTA, 1937

WP(C).No. 16011 of 2015 (B) 
----------------------------

PETITIONER(S):
--------------------------

ANET KOSHY,AGED 35 YEARS,W/O.RENJITH V. RAJAN 
RESIDING AT ROCK GARDEN,VELLAKULAGARA, 
MANAKKALA P.O,ADOOR,PATHANAMTHITTA.

  BY ADVS.SRI.KRISHNA PRASAD.S
                   SRI.B.SIBI
                   SRI.NOBEL RAJU

RESPONDENT'S:
-------------------------

1. THE DISTRICT POLICE CHIEF,
OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE CHIEF,
PATHANAMTHITTA - 689645.

2. THE DEPUTY SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
ADOOR,OFFICE OF DYSP,ADOOR,
PATHANAMTHITTA - 689 693.

3. THE SUB INSPECTOR OF POLICE,
ADOOR POLICE STATION,ADOOR, 
PATHANAMTHITTA-689 693.

4. VALSAMMA RAJAN,AGED 61 YEARS,
W/O.LATE P.K.RAJAN,RESIDING AT ROCK GARDEN,
VELLAKULAGARA,MANAKKALA P.O, 
ADOOR,PATHANAMTHITTA.

      R1 TO R3 BY STATE ATTORNEY SRI.P.VIJAYARAGHAVAN 

THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) HAVING COME UP FOR ADMISSION  
ON 29-05-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE 
FOLLOWING:
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APPENDIX

PETITIONER'S EXHIBITS:

EXT.P1:A TRUE COPY OF THE DOCUMENT EXECUTED BY THE RENJITH 
 V.RAJANIN FAVOUR OF THE PETITIONER ALONG WITH ENGLISH 
 TRANSLATION.

EXT.P2:A TRUE COPY OF THE PETITION FILED BY THE PETITIONER BEFORE 
 THE FAMILY COURT, PATHANAMTHITTA ALONG WITH ENGLISH 
 TRANSLATION.

RESPONDENT'S EXHIBITS: NIL

//TRUE COPY//

P.S. TO JUDGE 

pk



 ASHOK BHUSHAN, CJ
  & A.M.SHAFFIQUE, J.
  * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
 W.P.C.No.16011 of 2015

----------------------------------------
Dated this  the 29th day of May 2015

      J U D G M E N T  

Shaffique,J

Petitioner has approached this Court complaining about

police harassment.  It is stated that, on account of certain

disputes with the 4th respondent, who is the mother-in-law,

police is unnecessarily harassing  and is calling upon her to

withdraw the case filed by her.

2. Learned  State  Attorney,  on  instructions,  would

submit  that  the  petitioner  was  summoned  to  the  police

station  on  the  basis  of  a  complaint  given  by  the  4th

respondent,  who alleges that  the petitioner was harassing

her.   A  crime  has  been  registered  by  the  police  and

investigation is in progress and it is for that purpose that the

petitioner has been summoned.  
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3. Having regard to the aforesaid submission, we do

not think that it  is  a case of police harassment.  Police is

bound  to  investigate  into  the  crime.   For  that  purpose,

petitioner is summoned.  Petitioner will have to co-operate

with the investigation.  In the said circumstances, we do not

find any reason to entertain this writ petition.  

Accordingly, the writ petition is closed.

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

(sd/-)
                  (A.M.SHAFFIQUE, JUDGE)
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