W.P(MD)No.4589 of 2025

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED :20.02.2025

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE P.DHANABAL

W.P(MD)No0.4589 of 2025

A.Sankaralingam ... Petitioner
Vs.

1.The Superintendent of Police,
Virudhunagar,
Virudhunagar District.

2.The Deputy Superintendent of Police,
Rajapalayam,
Virudhunagar District.

3.The Inspector of Police,
Dhalavaaipuram Police Station,
Virudhunagar District.

4.K.Anandhakrishnan ... Respondents

Prayer : Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India, praying this Court to issue a Writ of Mandamus, directing the first
respondent to instruct the third respondent not to pressurize or coerce the
petitioner to settle the false claim made by the fourth respondent in

respect of the business transaction and not to harass the petitioner in the
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guise of enquiry by considering the representation of the petitioner, dated
24.01.2025 within a time stipulated by this Court and pass such other or

further orders as this Court.

For Petitioner : Mr.K.P.Sankarakumarakurubaran

For R-1 to R-3 : Mr.R.M.Anbunithi

Additional Public Prosecutor
ORDER

The present petition has been filed for issuance of Writ of
Mandamus directing the first respondent to instruct the third respondent
not to pressurize or coerce the petitioner to settle the false claim made by
the fourth respondent in respect of the business transaction and not to
harass the petitioner in the guise of enquiry by considering the

representation of the petitioner, dated 24.01.2025.

2. The learned Counsel appearing for the petitioner would submit
that there are some business transaction between the petitioner and the
fourth respondent and thereby, the fourth respondent lodged a complaint
before the third respondent for the business transactions. Based on the

complaint, the third respondent harassed the petitioner and instructed to
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settle the matter. Therefore, the petitioner sent a representation, dated
24.01.2025 but the same has not been considered. Hence, the petitioner

filed this petition.

3. The learned Additional Public Prosecutor appearing for the
official respondents would submit that they received a complaint from
the fourth respondent and based on the complaint, they made enquiry and
the enquiry is still pending and they will complete the enquiry within one
week. During the enquiry, they have not harassed the petitioner and they

only called the petitioner for enquiry.

4. In view of the above said representation made by the learned
Additional Public Prosecutor appearing for the official respondents that
based on the complaint given by the fourth respondent, they called the
petitioner for enquiry and they have not harassed the petitioner and also
as per the undertaking given by the learned Additional Public Prosecutor
appearing for the official respondents that they will complete the enquiry
within one week, this Court directs the official respondents to complete

the enquiry within a period of one (1) week from the date of this order.
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Accordingly, this writ petition stands disposed of. There shall be no

order as to costs.

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

To

1.The Superintendent of Police,
Virudhunagar,
Virudhunagar District.

2.The Deputy Superintendent of Police,

Rajapalayam,
Virudhunagar District.

3.The Inspector of Police,

Dhalavaaipuram Police Station,

Virudhunagar District.
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P.DHANABAL, J.

BTR

W.P(MD)No0.4589 of 2025

20.02.2025




