BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
Tuesday, the Third day of July Two Thousand Eighteen
PRESENT
THE HON BLE MRS.JUSTICE R.THARANIT

CRL MP (MD) No.5037 of 2018
IN
CRL OP(MD) No.5752 of 2018

R. CHINTHATHIRAI AROCKIAM SELVIN,
PETITIONER/PETITIONER/DEFACTO COMPLAINANT

Vs

1 THE DIRECTOR
VIGILANCE AND ANTI CORRUPTION, NO. 293,
MKN ROAD, ALANDUR, CHENNAI - 600 0l6.

2 THE SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE
THOOTHUKUDI DISTRICT, THOOTHUKUDI

3 THE DEPUTY SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
VIGILANCE AND ANTI CORRUPTION,

2/175, PALAYAMKOTTAI MAIN ROAD, MARAVAN MADAM,
THOOTHUKUDI- 628 101

4 THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE
SOUTH POLICE STATION, THOOTHUKUDI

5 THE CHATIRMAN CUM MANAGING DIRECTOR,

TAMIL NADU GENERATION AND

DISTRIBUTION CORPORATION (TANGEDCO) ,

10TH FLOOR, NPKRR MAALIGAI, CHENNAI 600 002.

6 THE SUPERINTENDENT ENGINEER
TUTICORIN ELECTRICITY DISTRIBUTION CIRCLE,
131 & 132, ETTAYAPURAM ROAD, THOOTHUKUDI- 628 002.

7 D. JEYAKUMAR

8 RAMESH ... RESPONDENTS/RESPONDENTS

PRAYER IN CRL.MP (MD)NO.5037 OF 2018:

This Criminal Miscellaneous Petition is filed to implead the 7
and 8th proposed Respondents as 7% and 8% Respondents in the
Crl.0.P(MD) .No.5752 of 2018.

https:/hBera¥@&ours Bov Rdenied/ (MD) . 5752/ 2018
The Criminal Original Petition 1is filed Under Section 482 of

the Code of Criminal Procedure to direct the 3rd respondent herein
deputy superintendent of police, vig. and anti corrupt, Thoothukudi,



to register the complaint against the supra said accused persons,
D.Jeyakumar, A. Santhanaraj, S. Chandra, S. Sacintharaj, S.Mary
Navis Priya, S.Mary Navis Pretheeba and S.Anthony Raj, u/ss 120 B,
409, 420,466 of the indian Penal Code read with section 9 of the
prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 based on the complaints dated
02.11.2017 and 11.01.2018.

Order : This petition is coming on for hearing on this day
(03.07.2018) and upon perusing the petition and Affidavit and the
Material Papers of this Petition and upon hearing the arguments of
Mr .R.ESTHOV ANTONY ASHOK, Advocate for the petitioner,
MR.M.CHANDRASEKAR, Additional Public Prosecutor for R1 to R4, this
Court made the following order:-

Heard both sides.

2.0n the side of the petitioner, 1t 1is stated that the
allegation is only against the proposed respondents/respondent Nos.7
and 8, hence, he filed the impleading petition.

3.The respondents side has not raised any serious objection.

4.The reason stated in the affidavit filed in support of this
petition is satisfactory and this petition is allowed.

5.The Registry 1is directed to carry out necessary amendment in
the main petition.

Sd/ -
Assistant Registrar (CS-II)
// True Copy //

Sub Assistant Registrar (CS-I1I)

+3. C.C. to M/S.R.ESTHOV ANTONY ASHOK Advocate SR.No.13852

ORDER DATED: 03.07.2018
CD PURPOSE
CRL MP(MD) No.5037 of 2018
IN
CRL OP(MD) No.5752 of 2018

Giving directions etc., as
stated within.
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