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 10TH DAY OF DECEMBER 2015/19TH AGRAHAYANA, 1937

WP(C).No. 36156 of 2015 (T)

MINI AGED 32 YEARS
W/O. CHANDRAN, KURIYARKUTTY COLONY, PARAMBIKULAM
MUTHALAMADA VILLAGE, PALAKKAD DISTRICT.

BY ADV. SMT.T.SUJA

RESPONDENTS :

1. THE SUB INSPECTOR OF POLICE,
MEENAKSHIPURAM POLICE STATION, PALAKKAD - 689 001.

2. THE SUB INSPECTOR OF POLICE,
NENMARA POLICE STATION, PALAKKAD - 689 001.

3. THE CIRCLE INSPECTOR OF POLICE,
NENMARA POLICE STATION, PALAKKAD - 689 001.

4. MARIMUTHU,

S/0. LATE RAMAN, KAMBALATHARA, MOOLATHARA VILLAGE
PALAKKAD - 689 018.

5. RAMESH,

S/0. MARIMUTHU, KAMBALATHARA, MOOLATHARA VILLAGE
PALAKKAD - 689 018.

6. KALLICHAMI,
S/0. MARIMUTHU, KAMBALATHARA, MOOLATHARA VILLAGE
PALAKKAD - 689 018.
R1 TO R3 BY SR.GOVERNMENT PLEADER, SRI.C.R. SYAM KUMAR.

THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) HAVING COME UP FOR ADMISSION ON
10-12-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING:
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APPENDIX

EXT.P1-TRUE COPY OF THE CASTE CERTIFICATE ISSUED FROM THE TAHSILDAR.

EXT.P2-TRUE COPY OF THE DEATH CERTIFICATE OF DECEASED THANKAPPAN.

RESPONDENTS' EXHIBITS :

/TRUE COPY/

PA TO JUDGE



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

Dated this the 10" day of December, 2015

JUDGMENT
Ashok Bhushan, C.].

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned
Government Pleader. No notice is being issued to respondent
Nos.4 to 6 in view of the order which is being passed.

2. This writ petition has been filed seeking police
protection. Petitioner's case is that there has been a financial
transaction between the 4™ respondent and father in law of the
petitioner. It is submitted that a false complaint has been
submitted by the 4™ respondent against the petitioner and in
connection of which the petitioner is being called to the police
station and is being harassed.

3. Learned Government Pleader after obtaining
instructions submits that after receipt of the complaint from 4
respondent, the petitioner as well as the 4" respondent were
called to the police station. The complainant/4™ respondent
had appeared and his statement has been recorded. But the

petitioner did not appear.
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4. In view of the fact the petitioner was called to the
police station pursuant to the complaint received from 4%
respondent, we do not find it a fit case for granting the reliefs as
prayed for. The petitioner was called to the police station for

recording her statement.

The Writ Petition is closed with the above observation.

Ashok Bhushan,
Chief Justice.

A.M. Shaffique,
Judge.
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