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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 03-07-2026

CORAM

THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE D.BHARATHA CHAKRAVARTHY

CRL OP No. 17054 of 2026
and

Crl.MP.No.11332 of 2026

1. Rajendiran
S/o.Ramu,
No.227/1, Chidambaram Main road,
Ambethkar Nagar, Alappakkam,
Cuddalore.

2. Kalpana
W/o.Muralikrishnan,
D2-Yuktha Apartments 1 16,
Mangala Nagar, 1st  cross street,
Madanandapuram, Porur,
Kanchipuram.

..Petitioner(s)
Vs

1. State rep.by,
S.H.O,
Puduchatram Police Station,
Cuddalore district.
Cr.No.90/2025.

2. Nayagan
S/o.Ramasamy,
No.323-Old Colony,
Kothanur, Veppur taluk,
Cuddalore.

..Respondent(s)

PRAYER:  This criminal original petition filed under Section 528 of BNS, to 

call for the records and quash the FIR registered in the above crime.No.90/2025 

on the file of the respondent police as against these petitioner and pass such 

further or other orders.
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For Petitioner(s): Mr.N.U.Pressanna

For Respondent(s): Mr.R.Rajasekaran
Counsel for Government of Tamil Nadu
(Crl.side) For R1

ORDER

The prayer of the criminal original petition is filed to quash the FIR in 

crime No.90 of 2025. 

2.Upon considering the gist of allegations in the FIR, the case is that the 

first accused by name Muralikrishnan repeatedly lured many persons and call 

them to the headquarters of the DMK party and other places and have been 

taking money from different persons for getting different jobs and had neither 

got them the job nor paid the money back. Therefore, the complaint is lodged. 

In the complaint, the allegation is also made that his wife the 3 rd  accused and 

his father the 2nd accused are also aiding him in the crime. 

3.The  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioners  would  submit  that  there  is 

absolutely no connection for the accused Nos.2 and 3 in the offence. Even as 

per the averments made, it can be seen that all the amounts were handed over by 

the defacto complainant only to the first accused. He is already absconding from 

the house. While so,  even prior to the registration of the FIR on 18.02.2025 

itself, the defacto complainant trespassed into the house of the accused No.2 and 
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forced him to affix his left thumb impression and pressurised him for making 

the payments. At the relevant point of time itself, the petitioner has lodged a 

complaint on 18.02.2025 and a receipt in CSR No.133 of 2025 was also given. 

Without completing the enquiry in that regard,  the FIR is simply registered as 

against the petitioners also. There is no material at all as against the petitioners. 

4.The  learned  Counsel  for  Government  of  Tamil  Nadu  for  the  first 

respondent would submit that when the allegation is made in the FIR that the 

accused Nos.2 and 3 also aided and helped the prime accused, they were also 

included in the FIR. 

5.I considered the rival submissions made on behalf of the petitioners. 

The crux of the argument is that while the allegations are made as against the 

accused No.1, who is the son of the accused No.2 and husband of the accused 

No.3, only by way of an embellishment so as to include the family members, to 

put pressure, their names are added in the FIR. Even if it may be a case, the 

same should only turn out in the investigation. Once an allegation is made, the 

law is now settled that the investigating officer at that stage cannot go into the 

truth or otherwise of such allegations that is made in the complaint and only in 

the  investigation,  whether  it  is  an  embellishment  or  whether  the  petitioner 

actually helped and aided the first accused in the whole episode will turn out. 

Therefore,  keeping  open  the  liberty  of  the  petitioners  to  furnish  such  other 
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information to  the  investigating  officer,  if  they choose  to  and keeping their 

liberty open to challenge the final report, if they are prosecuted without any 

materials on record, the prayer made to interdict with the FIR at this nascent 

stage of the investigation cannot be acceded to and accordingly, the criminal 

original  petition  stands  disposed  of.  Consequently,  connected  miscellaneous 

petition is closed.

03-07-2026
Index: Yes/No
Speaking/Non-speaking order
Neutral Citation: Yes/No
sms

To
1. State rep.by,

S.H.O,
Puduchatram Police Station,
Cuddalore district.
Cr.No.90/2025.

2. The Public Prosecutor
High Court, Madras.
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D.BHARATHA CHAKRAVARTHY, J.

sms

CRL OP No. 17054 of 2026
and

Crl.MP.No.11332 of 2026

03-07-2026
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