
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 5TH DAY OF JUNE 2015/15TH JYAISHTA, 1937

WP(C).No. 16763 of 2015 (U) 
----------------------------

PETITIONER :
---------------

  RANGANATHAN.S., AGED 43 YEARS,
  S/O.SUBRAMANIYAN ACHARY,
  VAIKUNDAM, KALANJOOR P.O.,
  KALANJOOR VILLAGE, ADOOR TALUK,
  PATHANAMTHITTA DISTRICT.
  

  BY ADVS.SRI.S.ABHILASH
                SRI.K.SIJU
                SRI.PRATHEESH.P
                SMT.S.SEETHA
                SMT.NIMA JACOB

RESPONDENTS :
-------------------

  1. THE DISTRICT POLICE CHIEF, MAKKAMKUNNU,
      PATHANAMTHITTA - 689 645.

  2.  CIRCLE INSPECTOR OF POLICE, KONNI CIRCLE,
       KONNI, PATHANAMTHITTA - 689 691.

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

  4.  VINAYAN, KSFC QUARTERS, DIPPO JUNCTION,
       KALANJOOR P.O., PATHANAMTHITTA - 689 694.
  

  R1 TO R3 BY SR.GOVERNMENT PLEADER, SRI.P.I. DAVIS

  THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL)  HAVING COME UP FOR ADMISSION  ON  
05-06-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING:



WP(C).No. 16763 of 2015 (U) 
---------------------------------

APPENDIX

PETITIONER'S EXHIBITS:

EXT.P1 : TRUE COPY OF THE COMPLAINT FILED BY THE PETITIONER AGAINST 
   THE  4TH RESPONDENT BEFORE THE 1ST RESPONDENT DISTRICT 

              POLICE CHIEF.

EXT.P1 (A) : THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF EXT.P1.

EXT.P2 : TRUE COPY OF THE COMPLAINT FILED BY THE PETITIONER ON 29.05.2015
               THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF EXT.P2.

EXT.P2(A) : THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF EXT.P2.

RESPONDENTS' EXHIBITS :

NIL

/TRUE COPY/

PA TO JUDGE 



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

W.P.(C) No. 16763 OF 2015
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Dated this the 5th day of June, 2015

JUDGMENT

Ashok Bhushan, C.J.

Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  and  learned

Government  Pleader.  No  notice  is  being  issued  to  the  private

respondents in view of the order which is being passed.

2.  The petitioner has come up with the writ petition seeking

police protection against the 4th respondent.   Petitioner's  case is  that

he  has  borrowed  some  money  from the  4th respondent  which  were

returned, but still  he is threatening the petitioner.  He has preferred

Ext.P2 complaint on 29.05.2015.  On perusal of the complaint it does

not indicate any particular incident for which any investigation may be

needed by the police.  We only observe that if any offence is committed

or there is any attempt to commit offence, it is always open for the

petitioner to file a complaint before the police authorities and the police

authorities may look into the same and take appropriate action.

With the above observation, the Writ Petition is closed.

   Ashok Bhushan,          
      Chief Justice.             

           A.M. Shaffique,              
Judge.                     
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