IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 25-09-2025
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR JUSTICE N. SATHISH KUMAR

CRL OP No. 26422 of 2025 &
Crl.M.P.No.17951 of 2025
1. Jayakumar

2. Daulat Begum

Petitioner(s)
Vs
The State Rep by, The Inspector of
Police,
T-3, Kundrathur Police Station,
Kancheepuram District.
Cr.No.647/2016.

Respondent(s)
PRAYER
Criminal Original Petition filed under Section 482 of Cr.P.C., to call for

the records set aside the order in Crl.M.P.N0.02/2025 in SC No.74/2016 dated
02.09.2025 on the file of the Learned Principal District Judge at Kancheepuram

District.

For Petitioner(s): Ms.M.Kruthika

For Respondent(s): Mr.R.Vinothraja
Government Advocate (Crl.Side)

1/4

YRS A B A St



ORDER

Challenging the dismissal order of the trial court, which was filed by the

petitioners for cross examination of P.Ws.3, 6 and 24, the present petition has

been filed.

2. The petitioners, after facing charges under Section 302 IPC, have filed

a petition to cross examine the witnesses, viz., P.Ws.3, 6 and 24. The witnesses

have already been cross examined effectively. However, the learned counsel for

the petitioners on record, once again, filed a petition before the trial court to

cross examine the witness, P.W.3, viz., Minor (eye witness) and other witnesses

particularly, when the matter is posted 'for arguments'. When the witnesses have

already been cross examined effectively, merely for the sake of the parties

seeking cross examination, once again, the petitioners cannot be permitted to

cross examine the witnesses.

3. That apart, it is not that petitioners have not given opportunity, the

petitioners have already been cross examined the said witnesses in detail,
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therefore, when the case has reached the stage of argument, this Court is of the

view that the petition filed by the petitioners seeking to cross examine the

witnesses is only to drag on the proceedings and the trial court has rightly

rejected the same.

4. Accordingly, the present petition lacks merit and the order passed by

the trial court does not require any interference. In the result, the present

petition stands dismissed. Consequently, connected miscellaneous petition is

closed.
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To

1. The Principal District Judge,
Kancheepuram District

2.The State Rep by, The Inspector of
Police,

T-3, Kundrathur Police Station,

Kancheepuram District.
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N.SATHISH KUMAR, J.

ssd

Crl.O0.P.No0.26422 of 2025

25-09-2025



