
W.P.(MD)No.9193 of 2016

 BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT 
( Criminal Jurisdiction )

Date  : 15/10/2020
PRESENT

The Hon'ble Mr.Justice G.K.ILANTHIRAIYAN
W.P.(MD)No.9193 of 2016

and 
WMP(MD)No.7321 of 2016

Suba Ramanathan : Petitioner

Vs.

1.The District Collector,

    District Collector Office,

    Trichy – 1,

    Trichy District.

2.The Commissioner of Police,

   Commissioner of Police Office,

   Mannarpuram,   Trichy – 20,

   Trichy District.

3.The Assistant Commissioner of Police,

   Gandhi Market Range,

   Gandhi Market Police Station,

   Trichy,   Trichy District.

4.The Inspector of Police,

   Gandhi Market Police Station,

   Gandhi Market,

   Trichy.

5.Alavudeen

6.Syed Hathim Ali : Respondents

  

Prayer: Writ  Petition  is  filed  under  Article  226  of  the

Constitution  of  India  praying  for  the  issuance  of  a  Writ  of

Mandamus, directing the 2nd respondent herein to take appropriate

action  as  against  the  5th respondent  for  misusing  his  official

power  in  the  light  of  petitioner's  representation,  dated

02.05.2016  within  a stipulated  period  as may  be  fixed  by this

Hon'ble Court.

For Petitioner:Mr.R.Sundar

For R1 to R4 :Mr.K.Suyambulinga Bharathi

 Government Advocate (Crl. Side) 

For R6  :Ms.J.Maria Roseline
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O R D E R
This Writ Petition has been filed seeking a direction to

direct the second respondent herein to take appropriate action as

against the fifth respondent, for misusing his official powers, in

the light of petitioner's representation, dated 02.05.2016.

2.The learned counsel appearing for the sixth respondent

submitted that there is a dispute between the petitioner and the

sixth respondent in respect of the landlord and tenant.  In fact,

the  complaint  was  lodged  by  the  sixth  respondent.  The  fifth

respondent has registered the case in Crime No.402 of 2016 and

after completion of investigation, the same was closed on 'mistake

of fact'.  He further submitted that now the entire dispute has

been  amicably  settled  between  the  petitioner  and  the  sixth

respondent herein.  Therefore, nothing survives in this petition.

3.Recording the said submission made by the learned counsel

appearing  for  the  sixth  respondent,  this  Writ  Petition  stands

dismissed. No  Costs.   Consequently,  connected  miscellaneous

petition is closed.

Sd/-

Assistant Registrar (RECORDS)

// True Copy //

                /  /2020

Sub Assistant Registrar(CS)

vsd

To

1.The District Collector,

    District Collector Office,

    Trichy – 1, Trichy District.

2.The Commissioner of Police,

   Commissioner of Police Office,

   Mannarpuram,   Trichy – 20,

   Trichy District.

3.The Assistant Commissioner of Police,

   Gandhi Market Range,

   Gandhi Market Police Station,

   Trichy, Trichy District.
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4.The Inspector of Police,

   Gandhi Market Police Station,

   Gandhi Market,   Trichy.

5.The Additional Public Prosecutor 

   Madurai Bench of Madras High Court 

   Madurai. 

W.P.(MD)No.9193 of 2016

and 

WMP(MD)No.7321 of 2016

15.10.2020

 

SJ(CO)

KM (03.11.2020) 3P 6C
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