IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED : 27.02.2020
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE M.DHANDAPANT
Crl.0.P.No. 2218 of 2015
G.Rajendra Varman e Petitioner/Accused-3

Vs.
1.State represented by
The Inspector of Police,
CCIW CID, Krishnagiri,
Krishnagiri District,
Cr.No.01/2014 e 1st Respondent/Complainant

2.The Deputy Registrar of
Co-op, Societies,
Krishnagiri Circle, Krishnagiri,
Krishnagiri District. ..2nd Respondent/Defacto Complainant

Prayer:

Petition filed under Section 482 of Cr.P.C., seeking to
call for the entire records concerned in Cr.N0O.01.2014 on the
file of the Inspector of Police, CCIW CID, Krishnagiri,
Krishnagiri District and quash the same insofar as the
petitioner is concerned.

For Petitioner : Mr.C.Prakasam
For Respondents : Mr.C.Iyyapparaj, APP
ORDER

This petition has been filed seeking to call for the
records and to quash the ©proceedings as against the
petitioner/ A-3, pending in Cr.No.l of 2014 on the file of the
Inspector of Police, CCIw CID, Krishnagiri, Krishnagiri
District.

2.The learned counsel appearing for the petitioner would

submit that the petitioner was appointed as Clerk in the

second respondent society. While he was discharging his duties

as clerk 1in the said society on deputation Dbasis, the
petitioner was transferred to another society on 01.01.2020

and relived on 31.12.2012, once again transferred to the

second respondent's society on 01.01.2012 and transferred to
Chinnakuthur PACCS on deputation basis. When the petitioner

~ ordered for enquiry and passed surcharge order against the
hups:/incservices,GCuits.dOYIYACReVICesh o - defacto complainant/second respondent herein



deleted the name of the petitoner from all proceedings and
pass orders, after findingout that the petitioner has not
committed anything. Hence the FIR registered against the
petitioner.

3.The learned counsel appearing for the petitioner would
further submit that, it would suffice, if this Court permits
the petitioner to furnish the particulars Dbefore the law
enforcing agency to prove his innocence and issue direction to
the law enforcing agency to complete the investigation within
a time frame.

4.The learned Additional Public Prosecutor concedes to
the request made by the learned counsel appearing for the
petitioner and on instructions, he would further submit that
the investigation will be completed within the time frame
fixed by this Court.

5.Considering the 1limited request made by the learned
counsel appearing for the petitioner, this Court without going
into the merits of the case, is inclined to issue direction to
the law enforcing agency to complete the investigation in
Crime No.l of 2014, after giving opportunity to the
petitioner, within a period of twelve weeks from the date of
receipt of a copy of this order. The petitioner is directed
to co-operate with the law enforcing agency for early
completion of the investigation.This criminal original
petition is disposed of.

Sd/-
Assistant Registrar (CS-III)

//True copy//

Sub Assistant Registrar
jrs

To

1.The Inspector of Police,
CCIW CID, Krishnagiri,
Krishnagiri District.

2.The Deputy Registrar of Co-op, Societies,
Krishnagiri Circle, Krishnagiri,
Krishnagiri District.

3.The Public Prosecutor,
High Court, Madras.
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