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BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED: 11-08-2026
CORAM
THE HON'BLE MR JUSTICE C.V. KARTHIKEYAN
AND
THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE R.SAKTHIVEL

WA(MD) No. 1245 of 2026
and
C.M.P.(MD)No.10677 of 2026
K.Raju
..Petitioner(s)
Vs

1. The Inspector General of Police
South Zone,
Madurai.

2. The Deputy Inspector General of Police
Dindigul Range,
Dindigul.

3. The Superintendent of Police
Dindigul District,
Dindigul.
..Respondent(s)

Writ Appeal filed under Clause 15 of Letters patent, praying to prefer this
Memorandum of Grounds of Writ Appeal against the order passed W.P.
(MD)N0.20506 of 2026 dated 17.07.2026.

For Petitioner(s): Mr.G.Thalaimutharasu

For Respondent(s): Mr.S.I.Muthiah (R1 to R3)
Additional Government Pleader
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JUDGMENT

(Judgment of the Court was delivered by C.V.Karthikeyan J.)

This writ appeal has been filed against the common order of the learned

Single Judge dated 17.07.2026 in W.P.(MD)No0s.20505 & 20506 of 2026.

2.Both the writ petitions have been filed by two separate police personnel
in the nature of Certiorari to quash orders dated 15.07.2026 by which orders, the
two writ petitioners were directed to be transferred from one place to another
place. It has to be noted that initially a complaint was lodged before the
Saminathapuram Police Station at Dindigul on 08.05.2026 by one Sethuraman,
wherein he had stated that when his younger brother Shivaharish was walking in
the road, a Tractor Trailer bearing registration No.TN-57-1990, which was
driven in a rash and negligent manner, came and dashed against him/

Shivaharish, who died on the spot.

3.Subsequent to enquiries, on the basis of the visuals in CCTV camera,
further details came to be known that the said tractor trailer was driven by one
Natarajan. A complaint was lodged, on the basis of which FIR in Crime N0.990
of 2026 had been registered for the offences punishable under sections 281 and

105 (1) of BNS, 2023. On taking up the investigation, it came to be known that
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the said tractor trailer was actually driven by a relative of the writ petitioner in
W.P.(MD)No0.20505 of 2026, who incidentally happened to be a Police Head
Constable. The other petitioner, who is the appellant herein, in W.P.
(MD)No0.20506 of 2026 was the Special Superintendent of Police, both were

working in Swaminathapuram Police Station.

4.Enquiry was initiated by the higher officials against both the writ
petitioners on the ground that they had opened up negotiations with the
accused /Driver of the tractor-tailor and a bribe amount of Rs.1,00,000/- was
determined. Out of the said Rs.1,00,000/-, the driver of the tractor-trailer had
paid a sum of Rs.30,000/- to the victim’s family and another sum of Rs.10,000/-
for the ambulance and a sum of Rs.10,000/- to the appellant and the other Police
Woman Head Constable, namely Sudharani. The appellant specifically received
a sum of Rs.4,000/- on 08.05.2026 from one of the relatives of the Woman
Head Constable, Sudharani. On the basis of these allegations, both the writ
appellant and the other Woman Head Constable, Sudharani were transferred out

of Swaminathapuram Police Station, Dindigul to Madurai.

5.This order was put in challenge in the writ petitions. Prima facie, the
writ petitions were not maintainable. The appellant, being a member of the
Uniformed Service, must work at any place he is authorised and directed to

work. If he is to be transferred, he should obey the orders of the Superior
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Authorities, join the transferred post and then raise objections or give
representations. However, the learned Single Judge had been extremely
sympathetic and had modified the order of transfer and had put herself in the
position of the Transferring Authority and had directed that the writ appellant
should be transferred to Madurai and the said Sudharani to Vedasandur within

Dindigul District. That order does not withstand our scrutiny.

6.The learned counsel for the writ appellant stated that the orders of
transfer were both visited with mala fide. We do not agree that there is any
malice in the said transfer. They were on the basis of specific information
received that from the accused a sum of Rs.1,00,000/- had been received and
out of which, a sum of Rs.30,000/- had been paid to the family of the victim
another sum was apportioned towards the ambulance and the balance had been
shared between the appellant and the other woman Head Constable. This
conduct of receiving tainted money and pocketing tainted money can never be
appreciated or condoned by us. Even the authorities have been extremely
liberal in only directing transfer of the individuals. The writ petitions
themselves are not maintainable. The order of the learned Single Judge granting

more benefit is set aside.
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7.Accordingly, the writ petition is dismissed and this writ appeal is also
dismissed. Consequently, connected miscellaneous petition is closed. There

shall be no order as to costs.

(C.VK.,J) (RS.V.J])
11-08-2026
Index: Yes
Speaking
Neutral Citation: Yes

ta
To

1. The Inspector General of Police
South Zone,
Madurai.

2. The Deputy Inspector General of Police
Dindigul Range,
Dindigul.

3. The Superintendent of Police
Dindigul District,
Dindigul.
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C.V.KARTHIKEYAN, J.
AND
R.SAKTHIVEL, J.

ta

WA(MD) No. 1245 of 2026

11-08-2026
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