
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO 

WRIT PETITION No.12550 of 2013 

ORDER:  

 

 Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner and  the lea rned  

Government Pleader for the respondents. 

2. The p rayer sought in the writ petition is as under: 

 “ For the reasons sta ted  in the ac c ompanying  a ffidavit, it is hereby p rayed  tha t this 

Court may be p leased  to issue a  writ, order or d irec tion more pa rtic ula rly in the na ture of writ 

of mandamus dec la ring  the ac tion of the Respondents 4 and  5 in not releasing  

Smt. R. Peramma in sp ite of representa tion da ted  1842013 made by the petitioner 

without any reasons, c ase or c harge as illega l, a rb itra ry and  viola tion of 

Fundamenta l Rights and  a lso viola tion of Artic le 21 of the Constitution of Ind ia  and  

c onsequently d irec t the respondents to release Smt. R. Peramma forthwith and  

pass suc h other order or orders as this Hon’b le Court may deem fit and  p roper in 

the c irc umstanc es of the c ase.”  

 

3. The spec ific  c ase of the petitioner in the writ petition is tha t he 

is the nephew of one Smt.R. Peramma.  On 18.04.2013 a t 1 a .m., the 

respondents 4 and  5 and  others c ame to the house of the sa id  

Smt.R. Peramma and  p ic ked  up  her and  taken her to the Sta tion on 

the ground  tha t she gave a  c ompla int aga inst the respondents 4 

and  5 before Lokayukta . On the same day a t 8 a .m.,  when the 

petitioner and  others went to the polic e sta tion and  enquired , the 

5th respondent gave rec kless answers.  On the same day a t about  

2 p .m. the petitioner and  others approac hed  the third  respondent 

by submitting  a  representa tion sta ting  tha t the respondents 4 and  5 

without any c omp la int or the c ase aga inst the sa id   

Smt. R. Peramma wrongfully c onfined  her in the Sta tion.  Therefore, 

the p resent writ petition is filed .   

4. The 5th respondent filed  c ounter a ffidavit denying the 

materia l a llega tions made aga inst the respondents in the a ffidavit 
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filed  in support of the writ petition and  c ontended  inter a lia  tha t the 

sa id  Smt. R.Peramma was never p ic ked  up  by the respondents 4 

and  5 on 18.04.2013.  It is spec ific a lly sta ted  in the c ounter a ffidavit 

tha t three c rimes have been reg istered  aga inst the sa id   

Smt. R. Peramma, out of whic h two c ases a re pend ing tria l.  In one 

c rime, the sa id  Smt.R. Peramma is absc ond ing . 

5. Though a  c ounter a ffidavit has been filed , no rep ly a ffidavit is 

filed  rebutting  the materia l a llega tions made in the c ounter 

a ffidavit. Therefore, in the absenc e of any materia l, this Court is of 

the op inion tha t there a re no merits in the writ petition and  the writ 

petition is liab le to be d ismissed . 

 

6. Ac c ord ing ly, the writ petition is d ismissed .  There sha ll be no 

order as to c osts. 

 

 Misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll a lso stand  d ismissed .  

 

__________________ 

P. KESHAVA RAO, J 

 

Date:05.12.2018 

c c m 
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