
              IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM 

PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE K.T.SANKARAN 
&

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE B.SUDHEENDRA KUMAR 

MONDAY, THE 22ND DAY OF JUNE 2015/1ST ASHADHA, 1937

WP(Crl.).No. 214 of 2015 (S) 
-----------------------------

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

  REEJA, W/O.RAJESH KHANNA, AGED 36 YEARS
  KANAKALAYAM, VIKAS NAGAR 38,
  AKKARATHEKKE MUKKU, POLAYATHODE
  KOLLAM.

  BY ADVS.SRI.S.SREEKUMAR (SR.)
                   SRI.LEO GEORGE

RESPONDENT(S):
----------------------- 

1.  STATE OF KERALA
     REPRESENTED BY THE CHIEF SECRETARY TO GOVERNMENT 
     GOVERNMENT SECRETARIAT
     THIRUVANANTHAPURAM 695 001.

2.  THE DISTRICT MAGISTRATE
     KOLLAM 691 001.

3.  ADDITIONAL CHIEF SECRETARY
     HOME DEPARTMENT 
     GOVERNMENT SECRETARIAT 
     THIRUVANANTHAPURAM 695 001.

4.  THE DISTRICT SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE 
     KOLLAM 691 001.

5.  SUPERINTENDENT OF CENTRAL PIRSON
     CENTRAL JAIL
     VIYYOOR 695 004.

6.  THE ADVISORY BOARD CONSTITUTED UNDER SECTION 8
     KERALA ANTI SOCIAL ACTIVITIES (PREVENTION) ACT 2007
     PADAM, ELAMAKKARA
     REPRESENTED BY ITS CHAIRMAN.

  THIS WRIT PETITION (CRIMINAL)  HAVING COME UP FOR ADMISSION  
            ON  22-06-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE 
            FOLLOWING:



            
          K.T.SANKARAN & B.SUDHEENDRA KUMAR, JJ.

--------------------------------------
 W.P.(Crl.) No.214 of 2015

--------------------------------------
Dated this the 22nd day of June, 2015

                 JUDGMENT
K.T.Sankaran, J.

    Rajesh Khanna, the husband of the petitioner,  was detained

under Section 3(1) of the Kerala Anti Social Activities (Prevention)

Act.  The Writ Petition is filed challenging the detention order.

2. It is submitted by the learned Government Pleader that

on the basis of the opinion and report  furnished by the Advisory

Board,  the order  of  detention  was revoked as per the order of

revocation  No.35343/SS A5/2015/Home dated 17.6.2015  and  the

detenu was released from detention.

In  the  above  circumstances,  the  Writ  Petition  has  become

infructuous and it is accordingly dismissed as infructuous.

                                                                      K.T.SANKARAN       
                                                                             JUDGE 

       B.SUDHEENDRA KUMAR
   JUDGE 

csl


