
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 21.04.2015

 CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE P.N.PRAKASH

CRL.OP.No.4666 of 2015

S.Ravichandran       ..    Petitioner
Vs

1. The Commissioner of Police,
   Chennai City,
   Poonamallee High Road,
   Vepery, Chennai-7.

2. The State rep. by
   The Inspector of Police,
   M-1, Madhavaram Police Station,
   Madhavaram, Chennai. ..    Respondents

Criminal Original Petition filed under Section 482 of the Code
of Criminal Procedure praying to direct the respondents to execute
the  non-bailable  warrant  issued  by  the  learned  Metropolitan
Magistrate, Fast Track Court-I, Egmore, Chennai-8, on 09.12.2013 in
C.C.No.758 of 2009 which was acknowledged by the 2nd respondent.

  For Petitioner    :     Mr.G.Ravikumar
  For Respondents  :   Mr.C.Emalias, Addl. Public Prosecutor

 

  ORDER

This  Criminal  Original  Petition  has  been  filed  praying  to
direct the respondents to execute the non-bailable warrant issued by
the  learned  Metropolitan  Magistrate,  Fast  Track  Court-I,  Egmore,
Chennai-8, on 09.12.2013 in C.C.No.758 of 2009 which was acknowledged
by the 2nd respondent.

2. Heard Mr.G.Ravikumar, learned counsel for the petitioner
and Mr.M.Maharaja, learned Additional Public Prosecutor appearing for
the respondents. 

3. It is seen earlier, this Court in Crl.O.P.No.16198 of 2014
has passed the following order:
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“.. 4. When this matter came up for hearing on
26.06.2014, it was represented by the respondent that the
accused is employed in ship and he has gone in high seas.
This was recorded by this Court on 26.06.2014.  Then,
this Court issued a direction to the respondent police by
order dated 22.07.2014 to ascertain the employer of the
accused;  that  could  not  be  done.   In  my  considered
opinion, the respondent police shall take endeavours to
arrest  the  accused  in  execution  of  the  Non-Bailable
Warrant and produce him before the trial Court.  Only
such a direction could be issued to the respondent police
and no time limit could be prescribed by this Court.”

4. Today, the respondent police is present.  When the police
went to the house to look out for the accused, his wife has abused
the police and she has also given a complaint to the Commissioner of
Police  against the Madhavaram Police.  It is seen that the accused
is not in station and is abroad.  Hence, the respondent police is
directed  to  comply  with  the  earlier  order  passed  by  this  Court
expeditiously.         

5. With the above direction, this Criminal Original Petition
is closed.

gya
            -s/d-
               Assistant Registrar(J)
               
            True Copy

               Sub-Assistant Registrar

To

1. The Commissioner of Police,
   Chennai City,
   Poonamallee High Road,
   Vepery, Chennai-7.

2. The Inspector of Police,
   M-1, Madhavaram Police Station,
   Madhavaram, Chennai.

3. The Public Prosecutor, High Court, Madras

+ 1 cc to Mr.G.Ravikumar, Advocate SR 22012
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