Crl.R.C.(MD).No.633 of 2023

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

Reserved on : 04.07.2023
Pronounced on : 02.11.2023

CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE K.K.RAMAKRISHNAN

Crl.LRC.(MD).No.633 of 2023

S.Pushpakaran ... Complainant
Vs.

1.The Superintendent of Police,
Virudhunagar District,
SH 44, District Collectorate,
Sulakkarai, Virudhunagar,
Tamil Nadu 626 002.

2.The Inspector of Police(SHO),
Sivakasi Town Police Station,
Sivakasi 6261213 ... Respondents

PRAYER: Criminal Revision Case filed under Section 397 r/w 401 of
Criminal Procedure Code, to call for the records and set aside the order
dated 30.05.2023 in C.M.P.N0.3082 of 2023 on the file of the learned
Judicial Magistrate No.I, Sivakasi.

For Petitioner : Mr.V.G.Velmurugan

For respondents  : Mr.R.Sivakumar
Government Advocate (Crl.Side)
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ORDER

The Criminal Revision Case has been filed against the impugned
order passed by the learned Judicial Magistrate No-I, Sivakasi in

Crl.M.P.No.3084 of 2023, dated 30.05.2023.

2. The petitioner herein filed a private complaint before the
learned Judicial Magistrate No-I, Sivakasi, under Section 156(3) of
Cr.P.C., to take action against his daughter-in-law, namely, Mrs.Kavi

Barathi and other police officer, namely, Muthu Selvam (SSI).

3. In the petition, the petitioner specifically averred that on
25.01.2023, the above said police officer, at the instigation of the
petitioner's daughter-in-law, trespassed into the house and made a life
threatening to the petitioner and his family members. The said police
officer also intimidated the petitioner not to interfere with the possession
of his daughter-in-law and to create any problem with her. According to
the petitioner, he is aged about 67 years and in view of the above said

threatening, he sustained injuries. The said police officer, illegally
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trespassed into the petitioner's house without the lady officers, which
amounts to the offence and hence, according to the petitioner, they
committed the offences punishable under Sections 109, 120(b), 166,
294B, 352, 452, 506(i1) r/w 34 of IPC. The learned Judicial Magistrate
No-I, Sivakasi, without considering Rule 26 of Criminal Rules of
Practice and under Section 156 (3) of Cr.P.C., simply dismissed the
petitioner saying that the complaint is a malafide one. Challenging the

same, the petitioner filed this Criminal Revision Case before this Court.

4. According to the petitioner, his daughter-in-law have had an
illegal relationship with somebody. Hence, there is some dispute
regarding the mother-in-law and daughter-in-law. Hence, there was a
complaint made on behalf of the daughter in law before the respondent

police.

5. It 1s submitted by the learned Government Advocate (Crl.Side)
submitted that the police officer, on the instruction of the daughter-in-
law, only to pacify the dispute, went to the petitioner's house and adviced

her to amicably settle the issue. Hence, the learned trial Judge correctly
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jurisdictional Deputy Superintendent of Police.

6. This Court considered the rival submissions made on either side

and perused the materials available on record.

petitioner and his daughter-in-law. On instructions from the petitioner's
daughter-in-law only, the police officer entered into his house only to
advise both the parties. Apart from that, the jurisdictional Deputy

Superintendent of Police has conducted an enquiry and filed a report,

7. It 1s the specific case that there is a dispute between the

which reads as follows:
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LJBITiTLOsI6M 60T FIBIHPHIB 6T CIBTLTLITS
WODISBIT  OBWID  GIHITIOGBLOBTINIL_ 1D 6NFTTemevor
CFUISSHBHSID,  EBJlp  LOB@ID  LOMBUPS
elFmyemevoru el b ahiID 1060y fl6oT LD 60T
Cuir@s609  6TeILINIBLD  ULSIIIL L 6DUIF — CFTHS
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D bLoswLd  (pRbHITNS].  BeIiEehsS By’
GlL_isoor GLOIHNDH BT

2 _eirenient.  @ediHEpSDlewL_ G Fm  Fml e




5/8

https://lwww.mhc.tn.gov.in/judis

Crl.R.C.(MD).No.633 of 2023

FFFVYBOIT — QBB UHHINT6T60T. SDIUBND
Cf@uwimiserr  (peitedflemevuiley Gl  FMCIFUIHI
QUbBIeTeNTeNT.  QHeoflem_ Qi HLHS  25.01.2023-1D
CrPplueim  BLBES GGWL  UfFFememuierCLTS
sUTTSHUIor  GBIOL  [BewTLITTer — FBLL]  FTAL]
YUIUTONTT BB,  (PSHHIFCIFOULD  6T6HTLINHS S
SATTSHUIT  HTUWTT — HB&UD GBS BINTONTIT.
DB 6ITTEV EYUEIRY, Liswfl el 1555 GLomLitg

(PSHIFCFCOLD  6TITLINT — FIHEMLUJL 60T  D6UTH6T

ol 1913 GIF6OTBIGYTGITITIT. SIBISH
ety BhSTLIIeTenguUjld  FIOTHT6MD  GIFUIH]
606)SH SI6T6ITIT. 2460160 LSBT 1060166V
ARG EI U GLirevrmy 6TEUGDTUJLD
SIS H6M6V6m6V 6T6OTLI] ST fleor
Ol Gmmiremern QilF T emenr CFULIBBIV BB
OB IMLIBBIBEI. LOEDSHT (HLD SIBMBEBIT6T
Y BITTBIB6NT 6ThIOYLD FIOTLNGSBLILIL 6)l6V6m6v.

ComLig  (pSHIFCIFOND  SediTHeT L IgHS
Feiimemarer CCTV upleyser 2 eenen. Gosvio,
weniHTIfleor  1oHer  CuITCH6S  6TeLINT — HEUS]
wensne  10H  Feusnd  pBHSHBIOB  BEHIUT
DBHIOSBSHI0  MUBTISSHI PSS Lidley ClFLIS
eflFmgememtuiley @hbhH  UIBISBHI  CIBIAULIIBBIBHI.
SMITTSH]  6T60TLINIBLD  H6IT6W60T  H60H|  H6WT6)(HL 60T
Cairbhl oumly mweUSHCHTS] BBHIDBHDHED MPDHEH
BITEHEB6V ClFUwIHI Y CULPEEHLD
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eflFmgememtuiley @hbh  UIBISHI  CIBIAUIIBBIBHI.
61601G6u,  @peeDIUID  HABIBET  GIBHTL THSHIONTOT
[BDIDGI  UIPSHBl6T  BHITLITen6oTL ]  GILITLRISGH]  [BL bS]
OlsmerIen  YBYMISIBIYD, FIBLIL]  FITTL]  YUIUTENTIT
DB (WPSHBIFCFeOID  GIUILINDT — DIUTHENH/
GBWL  UBTISHDIO  HeweVUll & Fnl_THl 61607
1FF BB DIILILT  weUSBLILIL L &I  6T6olm  MLITLD

O M6M]& BI85 CIBTNTOTLILIBBIBS.

8.From the above, it is clear that the said police officer went to the
house of the petitioner only to pacify both the parties. Further, he has not
committed any illegality. He only suitably advised to settle the dispute.

The above report also justify the same.

9. Therefore, for the above said reasons, this Court does not find
any merit to interfere with the order passed by the learned judicial
Magistrate No-I, Sivakasi, in Crl.M.P.No.3084 of 2023, dated

30.05.2023.

10. Accordingly, this Criminal Revision Case fails and the same is

dismissed.
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