IN THE H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT MADRAS
DATED:. 04.08. 2021
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MRS. JUSTI CE V. BHAVANI SUBBAROYAN
CRL. O P.NO. 12274 OF 2016

AND
CRL. M P. NO 8537 OF 2016

Sugi rt ha
Gory Mery
H P. Ceetha
Jai

PhoONE

...Petitioners

Ver sus

1. The State,
Represent ed by
The Inspector of Police
St. Thomas Mount Police Station,
(Crinme No.1912 of 2015)

2. Emli
Respondent s

Crimnal Oiginal petition filed under Section 482 of the
Code of Crimnal Procedure, to call for the records in Crine
No. 1921 of 2015 on the file of the first respondent police and
quash the sane.

For Petitioners . M. G Arunprasad
For R1 : M.E Raj Thilak
Counsel for Govt. of Tam | Nadu
(Crimnal Side)

For R2 . M. S Kanar aj
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ORDER

This Criminal Oiginal Petition has been filed to quash
the FIR in Crime No.1921 of 2015 on the file of the first
respondent police against the petitioners/accused for the
of fences under Sections 406, 420, 294(b) and 506(i) |PC.

2. The <case of the prosecution is that the 1st
petitioner/accused, who was doing unregistered Chit Fund and
received a total sum of Rs.19,43,000/- from the de-facto

conplainant along with various other persons. Till date, the
accused has not returned the aforesaid amount to the de-facto
conpl ainant and ot hers. Therefore, the defacto conplainant

| odged a police conplaint, St.Thonmas Munt Police Station, on
13.09. 2015, a case has been registered in Crine No.1921 of 2015
against the first petitioner along with her famly nenbers.
Hence this conpl aint.

3. The | earned counsel for the petitioner submtted that
the first petitioner has nade an agreenment with one Narayanan
S/o. Ragavan on 02.07.2015, The defacto conplainant has also
paid a sum of Rs.19,43,000/- to the said person and the first
petitioner has also transferred the property in favour of the

de-facto conpl ai nant. Following the same, the de-facto
conpl ai nant had accepted to withdraw the conplaint filed by her
agai nst the petitioners/accused after the registration. Hence,

he seeks for quashing the FIR filed against the petitioners.

4. The |earned Governnment Advocate (Crimnal Side)
appearing for the respondent submtted that he has produced a
|l etter dated 30.10.2019 observed that the de-facto conpl ai nant
nanely Emli, Wo. Bal akumar, residing at No.19, South
Raja Street, Alandur, Chennai-600 016, her daughter-in-law first
petitioner was doing chit fund, the defacto conplainant
i ntroduced 500 nenbers to the first petitioner for joining chit

fund and received a total anount of Rs.19,43,000/-. Thereafter
the first petitioner along with others has not returned the
aforesaid amount to the defacto conplainant. Subsequently, the

first petitioner has transferred her property in favour of the
de-facto conplainant and the defacto conplainant sold the
property and settled the aforesaid amount to the victins on
20. 04. 2018.

5. Recording the aforesaid subm ssion nade by the | earned
Government Advocate as well as letter dated 30.10.2019 produced
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by him the Crimnal Oiginal Petition is closed. Consequently,
connected M scel |l aneous Petition is al so cl osed.

Sd/ -
Assi stant Registrar(CS-11)
/'l True Copy //

Sub Assi stant Registrar

To

1. The Inspector of Police
St. Thonas Mount Police Station,
(Crime No.1912 of 2015)

2. The Public Prosecutor,
H gh Court, Madras.

+5ccs to M. G Arunprasad, Advocate, S. R No.38199

Cl.OP.No. 12274 of 2016
and Crl.MP.No. 8537 of 2016

KG( CO)
RLP( 22/ 09/ 2021)

https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



