
HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE  

SRI THOTTATHIL B. RADHAKRISHNAN 

AND 

HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

  

WRIT PETITION No.39856 OF 2018 

 

ORDER: (Per Hon’b le Sri Justic e S.V.Bha tt)  

 

 The Add itiona l Superintendent of Polic e, Tiruma la , Urban 

Polic e Distric t, Tirupa thi, Chittoor Distric t, A. P. is the petitioner. 

 The petitioner c ha llenges the order da ted  04.04.2016 in Case 

No.5/ 1/ 3/ 2015 da ted  04.04.2016 of Na tiona l Human Rights 

Commission, Law Division, d irec ting  the Chief Sec reta ry, Sta te of 

Andhra  Pradesh to pay c ompensa tion of Rs.20,000/ - to the 

c omp la inant Sri S.Gunasekaran.  

 The c irc umstanc es lead ing to the filing  of the c omp la int 

before the Na tiona l Human Rights Commission a re tha t the Polic e of 

Tirupa thi deta ined  Gunasekaran, Bureau Chief of Sun TV Network 

for more than seven hours on 10.12.2014 during  the visit of the 

President of Sri Lanka  to the p ilg rim town of Tirupa thi.  To the show 

c ause notic e issued  by the Na tiona l Human Rights Commission, one 

of the reasons for detention g iven by the Department is tha t the 

detention of Gunasekaran for seven hours was due to 

Gunasekaran’s fa ilure to show the identity c a rd  as Press Reporter or 

Journa list.  The depa rtment referred  to the power under Sec tion 151 

of Crimina l Proc edure Code for deta ining the sa id  Press Reporter. 

The Na tiona l Human Rights Commission/ 1st respondent a fter taking 

note of the na ture of vio la tion and  a lso the truth in the exp lana tion 

g iven by the Polic e Department, d irec ted  payment of 
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c ompensa tion as noted  above.  Henc e, the writ petition a t the 

instanc e of the Add itiona l Superintendent of Polic e. 

 We have perused  the rec ord  partic ula rly the rep ly and  a lso 

the c irc umstanc es under whic h the Polic e admit to have kep t the 

Press Reporter in c ustody.  Firstly, we a re of the view tha t the 

Na tiona l Human Rights Commission within its jurisd ic tion or 

c ompetenc e had  taken note of a  right vio la ted  by the Polic e and  

was sa tisfied  tha t a  c ase for imposing c ompensa tion is made out. 

The basic  fac ts and  c irc umstanc es sinc e a re not in d ispute, the 

c onc lusion d rawn by the 1st respondent on the very pec ulia r fac ts 

and  c irc umstanc es of this c ase, we a re of the view tha t no ground  

for interferenc e under Artic le 226 of the Constitution of Ind ia  is 

made out.  This order as a lready noted  is in the pec ulia r fac ts and  

c irc umstanc es of the c ase and  will not be trea ted  as p rec edent for 

any purpose on the Sta te’ s liab ility to pay c ompensa tion and / or for 

any adverse remark aga inst the offic er who has d isc harged  his 

duty. 

 The writ petition is d isposed  of with the above c la rific a tion. 

 As a  sequel thereto, misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing 

stand  c losed . 
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