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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED 24.04.2017

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE S.NAGAMUTHU
and

THE HONOURABLE DR.JUSTICE ANITA SUMANTH

H.C.P No.500 of 2017

C. Velu                         ...Petitioner

Vs

1.The Inspector of Police,
   E-3, Teynampet Police Station,
   Teynampet,
   Chennai – 6

2. M. Sakthikumar                                               ..  Respondents 

Habeas Corpus Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution 

of India to issue an Order, direction or writ in the nature of a Writ of 

Habeas Corpus directing the  1st respondent police to produce the body 

or person of Ms.Ragavi before this Court and set her at liberty before 

this Court.

For Petitioner : Mr.D.S. Ramesh

For R.1 : Mr.V.M.R. Rajentren
         Additional Public Prosecutor

For R.2 : Service Awaited
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 ORDER

  (Order of the Court was made by S. NAGAMUTHU,J.,)

The petitioner is the father of one V. Ragavi. Her Date of Birth is 

30.08.1995. According to the petitioner, she has been found missing 

from 11.08.2016 onwards. In this regard, the petitioner has made to 

the complaint to the respondent police. Since Ms.V. Ragavi was not 

secured by the respondent police, the petitioner has come up with this 

habeas corpus petition.

2. Today, when this habeas corpus petition was taken up, the 

respondent  police  produced  Ms.Ragavi  before  us.  The  second 

respondent also appeared. The second respondent is already married 

one Roskia and there are two children born out of the said marriage. 

The detenue Ragavi told us that the second respondent married her on 

11.07.2016.  The  detenue  as  well  as  the  second  respondent  would 

admit  that  the  marriage  between  the  second  respondent  and 

Ms.Roskia is still subsisting. Out of the sexual relationship the detenue 

had with the second respondent, she became pregnant and she got 

aborted in nine months. She told us that she is not illegally confined 

and she does not want to go with her parents.



3

3. We  also  informed  that  the  Inspector  of  Police, 

Arumbakkam  Police  Station  has  entertained  a  complaint  from 

Ms.Rosika against the second respondent, but the second respondent 

has not appeared before the said police for interrogation. Therefore, 

we direct the second respondent to appear  before the Inspector of 

Police,  Arumbakkam  Police  Station  today  at  2.00  p.m.  The  first 

respondent Inspector of Police shall lead him to Arumbakkam Police 

Station and cause his appearance before the Inspector of Police.  The 

Inspector of Police, Arumbakkam Police Station shall enquire into the 

complaint made by Ms.Roskia against the second respondent and if 

any offence is made out, the Inspector of Police, Arumbakkam Police 

Station  shall  register  a  case  and  take  action  against  the  second 

respondent. With the above direction, this habeas corpus petition is 

closed giving liberty to Ms.Ragavi to decide her life on her own wish.

 (S.N.J.,)   (A.S.M.J.,)
24-04-2017

sr

Speaking Order/Non-speaking Order
Index:yes/no
website:yes/no

Note: Issue Order Copy Today
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           S. NAGAMUTHU,J.,
AND

    Dr.ANITA SUMANTH,J.,

sr

To

1. The Inspector of Police,
   E-3, Teynampet Police Station,
   Teynampet,
   Chennai – 6

2. The Public Prosecutor, High Court, Chennai

  
           HCP No.500 of 2017

  24-04-2017

http://www.judis.nic.in


