W.P(MD)No.6804 of 2025

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED: 14.03.2025
CORAM :
THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE P.DHANABAL

W.P(MD)No0.6804 of 2025

G. Santhi ... Petitioner
Vs

1. The Director General of Police,
Chennai.

2. The Inspector General of Police,
Madurai.

3. The Deputy Inspector General Of Police,
Dindigul.

4. The District Collector,
Dindigul.

5. The Superintendent of Police,
Dindigul.

6. The Deputy Superintendent Of Police,
Vedasanthur,
Dindigul.

7. The Inspector of Police,
Vedasanthur,
Dindigul.
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8. Pavithra,

Deputy Superintendent of Police,
Vedasanthur,

Dindigul.

9. Velayutham,
Inspector of Police,
Vedasanthur,
Dindigul.

W.P(MD)No.6804 of 2025

... 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 to restraining them to harsh petitioner and her family

members further to direct the first respondent to take action against the

eighth and ninth respondents who are all misused their official position

as police and complete the

enquiry based on the petitioner's

representation dated 10.03.2025 within the period stipulated by this

Court.
For Petitioner
For R1 to R3
and R5 to R7
For R4
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: Mr.G.Karthikeyan

Senior Counsel
for Mr.P.Manikandan,

: Mr.R.M.Anbunithi

Additional Public Prosecutor

: Mr.K.R.Badurus Zaman

Government Advocate




W.P(MD)No.6804 of 2025

ORDER

This Writ Petition has been filed seeking a direction to the
respondents to restrain them from harassing the petitioner and her family
members and to direct the first respondent to take action against the
eighth and ninth respondents who are all misused their official position
as police and complete the enquiry based on the petitioner's

representation dated 10.03.2025.

2.According to the petitioner, the husband of the petitioner and
others went to a temple at Vedasanthur, at that time, the private
respondents restrained them and they arrested the petitioner's husband
and others and they were produced before the learned Magistrate at
03.00 am and they locked her husband for more than 22 hours along with
other persons. The respondents also came to the petitioner's house and
threatened the petitioner as well as family members at about 03.45 am
and without any reasons they trespassed into the petitioner's house and
forced the petitioner not to participate in any event of Hindu munnai.
When the same was refused by the petitioner, they threatened her and

damaged the vehicle. The respondent police also arrested the woman
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without following the procedures and violated the fundamental rights.
Therefore, the petitioner sent the representation dated 10.03.2025, but

the same has not been considered. Hence this petition.

3.The learned Additional Public Prosecutor appearing for the
respondent police would submit that the seventh respondent registered a
case against the petitioner's husband and others in Crime No.86 of 2025
and also seized the vehicle and the same was already remanded to the
judicial custody before the concerned Magistrate and the allegations
levelled by the petitioner are false, however the petitioner's
representation is under consideration and the same will be considered

and appropriate action will be taken after conducting an elaborate

enquiry.

4.The learned Counsel for the fourth respondent would submit that
they received the petitioner's representation, dated 10.03.2025. Since the
prayer is only to take action against the police officials, the first

respondent has to take appropriate steps in this regard.

5.Heard both sides and perused the records.
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6.Since the prayer of the petitioner is to consider the representation
and to take action against the respondents 8 and 9 and the respondents
also admitted the receipt of the petitioner's representation and the same is
under consideration, the fifth respondent is directed to consider the
petitioner's representation and take appropriate action, after enquiry by

affording opportunity to both the parties, in accordance with law.

7.With the above direction, this writ petition is disposed of.

14.03.2025
Internet :Yes
Index :Yes/No
NCC :Yes/No
LR
To

1. The Director General of Police,
Chennai.

2. The Inspector General of Police,
Madurai.
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3. The Deputy Inspector General Of Police,
Dindigul.

4. The District Collector,
Dindigul.

5. The Superintendent of Police,
Dindigul.

6. The Deputy Superintendent Of Police,
Vedasanthur,
Dindigul.

7. The Inspector of Police,
Vedasanthur,
Dindigul.

8.The Additional Public Prosecutor,
Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
Madurai.
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P.DHANABAL, J.

LR
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