
W.P(MD)No.21082 of 2024

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED: 04.09.2024 

CORAM :

THE HONOURABLE  MR.JUSTICE K.MURALI SHANKAR

W.P(MD)No.21082 of 2024

Muthuraj   : Petitioner

Vs.

1.The Deputy Superintendent of Police,
   O/o.The Deputy Superintendent of Police,
   Aravakurichi Taluk,  
   Karur District.

2.The Revenue Divisional Officer,
   Aravakurichi Taluk,
   Karur District.

3.The Thasildar,
   O/o.The Taluk Office,
   Aravakurichi Taluk,
   Karur District.

4.The Inspector of Police,
   Chinnatharapuram Police Station,
    Aravakurichi Taluk, Karur District.

5.P.Murugesan 

6.P.Palanisamy

7.P.Ilangovan

8.Lakshmi

9.Palaniammal
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10.P.Kittammal

11.Sasikala

12.Sathishkumar

13.Manimegalai

14.Nandakumar

15.S.Kittan

16.P.Veerasamy

17.P.Palanisamy

18.P.Samuel            : Respondents

PRAYER: Writ  Petition  filed  under  Article  226 of  the  Constitution  of 

India,  praying  this  Court  to  issue  a  Writ  of  Mandamus,  directing  the 

respondents 1 to 4 to consider the representation, dated 16.05.2024. 

For Petitioner          :  Mr.M.Saravnan

For Respondents     : Mr.E.Antony Sahaya Prabahar,
       Additional Public Prosecutor for R1 & R4. 

 : Mr.M.Muthu Manikkam, 
   Government Advocate (Civil Side),

for R2 & R3.

        O R D E R

This writ petitioner filed this Writ Petition seeking for issuance of a 

Writ  of  Mandamus,  directing  the  respondents  1  to  4  to  consider  the 

petitioner's representation, dated 16.05.2024. 
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2.  When  the  matter  is  taken  up  for  hearing  today,  as  rightly 

contended  by  the  learned  Additional  Public  Prosecutor,  in  the 

representation, dated 16.05.2024 they have admitted that the rival parties 

have obtained orders in O.S.No.712 of 2022, but according to them, they 

have obtained fraudulent order. 

3. Even assuming that the order is invalid that cannot be gone into 

by  the  police  authorities  and  it  is  for  the  petitioner  to  approach  the 

appellate  Court  or  competent  authority.  Hence,  the  very  filing  of  the 

petition is a clear abuse of process of law and as such, the same is liable to 

be dismissed.

4. In the result, the Writ Petition is dismissed. No costs. 

                                            

                   04.09.2024

NCC      : Yes/ No
Index     :Yes/No
Internet  : Yes/ No

das 
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K.MURALI SHANKAR, J

das

To

1.The Deputy Superintendent of Police,
   O/o.The Deputy Superintendent of Police,
   Aravakurichi Taluk,  Karur District.

2.The Revenue Divisional Officer,
   Aravakurichi Taluk, Karur District.

3.The Thasildar,  O/o.The Taluk Office,
   Aravakurichi Taluk, Karur District.

4.The Inspector of Police,
   Chinnatharapuram Police Station,
    Aravakurichi Taluk, Karur District.

5.The Additional Public Prosecutor,
   Madurai Bench of Madras High Court, Madurai.

Order made in
W.P(MD)No.21082 of 2024

04.09.2024
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