
In the High Court of Judicature at Madras

Dated:  16.02.2016

Coram:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE M.JAICHANDREN
and

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE S.NAGAMUTHU

H.C.P.No.2869 of 2015

S.Devi ..  Petitioner

vs.

1.The Superintendent of Police,
   O/o.District Police Office,
   Thiruchengodu Road,
   Namakkal.

2.The Sub-Inspector of Police,
   Puduchatram Police Station,
   Namakkal Taluk & District

3.R.Karthick  ....  Respondents 

Prayer : Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India  praying  for  the  issuance  of  a  Writ  of  Habeas  Corpus
directing the respondents to secure the petitioner's daughter
namely, Selvi S.Deepa, aged 21 years and produce her before this
Court and set her at liberty.

For Petitioner ..  Mr.L.Murugan

For Respondents ..  Mr.V.M.R.Rajentren,
Addl.Public Prosecutor

O R D E R

(The order of the Court was made by M.JAICHANDREN.,J )

This  habeas  corpus  petition  has  been  filed  by  the
petitioner,  who  is  the  mother  of  the  detenue,  viz.,  Selvi
S.Deepa, praying that this Court may be pleased to direct the
respondents  1  and  2  to  secure  her  daughter,   aged  about  21
years, produce her before this Court and  set her at liberty.

2. The petitioner has stated that, on 14.10.2015, the
third respondent has come to her house, along with two others,
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and  abducted  the  detenue.   Therefore,  a  complaint  had  been
lodged  before  the  second  respondent  police,  which  had  been
registered in Crime No.328 of 2015, as a woman-missing case.
However, as the second respondent had not taken further steps to
trace  the  detenu,  the  petitioner  has  preferred  the  present
habeas corpus petition.

3. At this stage of the hearing of the habeas corpus
petition, the learned Additional Public Prosecutor, appearing on
behalf of the first and the second respondents, had submitted
that, from the informations gathered, it is found to be a case
of elopement.  The detenue had eloped with the third respondent.
However, sufficient steps have been taken to trace the detenue.

4. In view of the above submissions made by the learned
Additional Public Prosecutor, appearing on behalf of respondents
1 and 2, we are of the view that no further orders are necessary
in  the  present  habeas  corpus  petition.   Hence,  this  habeas
corpus petition stands closed.  However, we make it clear that
the second respondent shall continue the investigation and take
appropriate steps to trace the detenue, in accordance with law.

                                  
                              Sd/-

     Assistant Registrar(CS VII)

    //True Copy//

     Sub Assistant Registrar

To

1.The Superintendent of Police,
   O/o.District Police Office,
   Thiruchengodu Road,
   Namakkal.

2.The Sub-Inspector of Police,
   Puduchatram Police Station,
   Namakkal Taluk & District

3.The Public Prosecutor,
   High Court, Madras.
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