
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS 

DATED : 25.01.2022

CORAM:

THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE M.NIRMAL KUMAR

CRL.O.P.No.1231 of 2022

MD.Nimala Kumari ...Petitioner
Vs.

1. The Commissioner of Police,
   Chennai Metro City,
   Vepery, Chennai – 600 007.

2. The Inspector of Police,
   E-1, Mylapore Police Station,
   Chennai – 600 004.

3. V.Varalakshmi ...Respondents

PRAYER: Criminal Original Petition filed under Section 482 of
the Code of Criminal Procedure, to issue direction directing the
2nd respondent not to harass the petitioner on the 3rd respondent
complaint pending on his file.

For Petitioner : Mr.C.Kartheeban

For Respondent Mr.E.Raj Thilak
Nos: 1 &2 : Additional Public Prosecutor

ORDER

This  Criminal  Original  Petition  has  been  filed to  issue
direction to the 2nd respondent not to harass the petitioner on
the complaint of the 3rd respondent pending on the file of the
second respondent.

2.The contention of the petitioner is that the petitioner is
a landlady and the third respondent herein entered into a lease
agreement  with  the  petitioner.   The  lease  amount  is
Rs.27,00,000/-.   The  third  respondent  immediately  wanted  to
vacate  the  premises and return  of the lease  amount but, the
petitioner was unable to pay the same immediately, for which,
the third respondent lodged complaint and the respondent police
is pressurising the petitioner to give back the lease amount
which caused harassment, hence, the above petition.

3.The learned Additional Public Prosecutor submits that the
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petitioner  had  received  a  huge  sum  as  lease  amount  i.e.,
Rs.27,00,000/-  from  the  third  respondent  and  now  forcing  the
third respondent to vacate the premises and not returning the
lease amount.

4.The learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the
lease amount would be repaid expeditiously within a period of
thirty days.  In the event of failure of payment within 30 days
necessary action can be taken against her. The Additional Public
Prosecutor  is  reminded  that  in  the  event  of  the  petitioner
committing the offence of cheating, appropriate action can be
taken.

5.The learned counsel for the petitioner though submits that
the  petitioner  had  undergone  surgery,  there  are  no  medical
records to confirm the same.  This defence is taken only to
evade  payment.  At  this  stage,  the  learned  counsel  for  the
petitioner  seeks  permission  of  this  Court  to  withdraw  this
petition.  

6.In  view of the permission sought,  this criminal original
petition is dismissed as withdrawn.             

                               
                            Sd/-

     Assistant Registrar(CCC)

 //True Copy//

     Sub Assistant Registrar
sli

To

1. The Commissioner of Police,
   Chennai Metro City,
   Vepery, Chennai – 600 007.

2. The Inspector of Police,
   E-1, Mylapore Police Station,
   Chennai – 600 004.

3. The Public Prosecutor,
   High Court, Madras.

+1cc to M/s.T.V.G.Kartheeban, Advocate, S.R.No.10506 [26/04/2022]

CRL.O.P.No.1231 of 2022

CA(CO)
RGA(09/02/2022)
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