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1.

The present writ petition has been filed claiming for following three

reliefs :-

a.) This Hon'ble Court may be kind enough to direct the respondent No.5

to refrain from taking any coercive steps against the petitioner.

b.) This Hon'ble Court may be kind enough to direct the respondent nos.
1 to 4 to take cognizance of the complaint which has been submitted to

them by the petitioner.

c.) This Hon'ble Court may be kind enough to direct the respondent no.2
to pay compensation to the petitioner in case the inquiry declares the

respondent no.5 to be guilty of unduly harassing the petitioner.

The contention of the petitioner is that respondent No.5 Additional
Superintendent of Police has been misbehaving with the general public
and also with the petitioner in the past and has also threatened the
petitioner of dire consequences. According to the petitioner there is all
possibility of the petitioner being trapped in a false case by the
respondent No.5 and respondent No.5 thus would be arresting the
petitioner in a false case and putting him behind bars with malafide

intentions.

Perusal of the records would show that entire writ petition perhaps has
been filed only on the apprehension of the petitioner being prosecuted on
a false complaint. As of now the petitioner has not been able to point out
any order or action on the part of the respondents which would had been
subjected to judicial review or which could be termed to be infringement

of any of the fundamental rights of the petitioner.

Unless and untill there is an action or order passed adversely affecting

the rights of the petitioner, this Court in exercise of its extra ordinary



Rohit

powers under Article 226 of Constitution of India would find it difficult to

entertain the writ petition.

. Reserving the right of the petitioner to approach this Court in the event of

an adverse order or action being initiated against the petitioner, the

present writ petition in its present form stands disposed of.

. So far as complaint which the petitioner has made to the other

administrative bodies including the Human Rights Commission etc. are
concerned, the petitioner would be free to pursue the same before the
concerned appropriate forums in accordance with law.

Sd/-
(P. Sam Koshy)
Judge



