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O R D E R:- 
 
 Heard Sri B. Shankar, counsel for the pet it ioner, the 

Assistant  Government  Pleaders for respondent  Nos.1 to 4 and 

Sri P. Nagender Reddy, counsel for respondent  No.5. 

 The pet it ioner – Mariam Fat ima is personally present  in 

the Court . 

 The prayer is against  inact ion of respondent  No.4 in 

registering F.I.R. on the complaint  dated 16.06.2017, as 

il legal, arbit rary and unconst itut ional.  Yet  another 

cont roversy between the pet it ioner and the 5th respondent  is 

on the alleged withholding of original cert if icates ent rusted by 

the pet it ioner in favour of the 5th respondent  while accept ing 

the employment  in the 5th respondent  – Company.   

 The 4th respondent  is present  in the Court  and has 

produced the f ile/ statements recorded by him on the 

complaint  dated 16.06.2017.  At  the t ime of hearing, without  

prej udice to the rights and content ions, if  the 5th respondent  

has any cert if icates under Employment  Agreement  executed 

by the pet it ioner, to which a reference is made in the 

complaint , are returned under an acknowledgement , the same 

is at tested by the counsel appearing for the pet it ioner.  

Therefore, that  aspect  of the mat ter is set t led during and in 

course of hearing the writ  pet it ion.  Advert ing to the 
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complaint  dated 16.06.2017, the Assistant  Government  

Pleader informs the Court  that  since the 4th respondent  has 

already informed the pet it ioner that  the complaint  is civil in 

nature, no cognizable offence is made out  for taking further 

act ion in the mat ter.  The pet it ioner is given liberty to work 

out  the remedies in accordance with law before the 

competent  Court  if  interested on the communicat ion given by 

the 4th respondent .   

 Sri P. Nagender Reddy, counsel for the 5th respondent  

submits that  the 5th respondent  has a few obligat ions to 

enforce under Employment  Agreement  and it  may be made 

clear that  if  the 5th respondent  is interested in working out  

those reliefs, the remedies may not  be closed.  The civil and 

criminal liabil it ies/ obligat ions if  any to be pursued by the 

part ies, are left  open since a reply is already given by the  

4th respondent . 

 The writ  pet it ion is closed as no further order is 

necessary.  No order as to costs. 

 As a sequel, Miscellaneous Pet it ions, if  any pending, 

shall stand disposed of as infructuous. 

                                            _________________ 

            S.V. BHATT, J  
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