
IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM 
PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE P.UBAID 
THURSDAY, THE 8TH DAY OF JANUARY 2015/18TH POUSHA, 1936

WP(C).No. 32396 of 2014 (Y) 
----------------------------

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

  THARIYAN, AGED 49 YEARS,
  S/O.VADASSERY OUSEPH, EAST CHALAKUDY DESOM,
  EAST CHALAKUDY VILLAGE, CHALAKUDY TALUK,
  THRISSURN DISTRICT
  BY ADV. SRI.T.N.MANOJ

RESPONDENTS:
-------------
     1. STATE OF KERALA

  REPRESENTED BY SECRETARY  DEPARTMENT OF H0ME,
  THIRUVANANTHAPURAM 695 001.

     2. THE DIRECTOR  GENERAL OF POLICE,
  STATE OF KERALA, THIRUVANANTHAPURAM 695 001.

     3. THE DISTRICT SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 
  THRISSUR 680 001.

     4. SUB INSPECTOR OF POLICE,
  CHALAKUDY POLICE STATION
  R1-R4  BY GOVERNMENT PLEADER SMT.S.HYMA
  THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL)  HAVING COME UP FOR ADMISSION

ON   08-01-2015,  THE  COURT  ON  THE  SAME  DAY  DELIVERED  THE
FOLLOWING:



WP(C).No. 32396 of 2014 (Y) 
----------------------------

APPENDIX
PETITIONER'S EXHIBITS 
-----------------------
EXHIBIT  P1:  COPY  OF  THE  FIR  IN  CRIME  NO.200/12  OF  CHALAKUDY
POLICE STATION
EXHIBIT  P2:  COPY  OF  THE  FINAL  REPORT  IN  CRIME  NO.  200/12  OF
CHALAKUDY POLICE STATION
EXHIBIT P3: COPY OF THE SCENE MAHAZER PREPARED IN CRIME NO.200/12
OFD CHALAKUDY POLICE STATION.
RESPONDENTS' EXHIBITS
---------------------

NIL

//TRUE COPY//

P.A TO JUDGE

ab



                        P.UBAID, J.
      ---------------------------------------

         W.P(C) No.32396 of 2014
             ---------------------------------------

                Dated this the 8th day of January, 2015

      J U D G M E N T

On  3.12.2014  this  Court  observed  that  the

matter requires to be heard whether order for investigation as

sought by the petitioner can be made now when the police has

already  submitted  final  report  in  the  crime,  and  that  the

petitioner will have to think of the remedy available to him under

the  Code  of  Criminal  Procedure  for  further  investigation  or

otherwise.  Now there is no representation for the petitioner.  It

appears  that  the  petitioner  does  not  want  to  prosecute  the

matter in  view of  the observations earlier  made by the court.

Hence the Writ Petition is dismissed for non-prosecution. 

     P.UBAID
      JUDGE
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