Crl.O.P.(MD) Nos.6624 & 10005 of 2025

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED : 15.10.2025
CORAM
THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE SUNDER MOHAN
Crl.O.P.(MD) Nos.6624 & 10005 of 2025

and
Crl.M.P.(MD) Nos.4837 & 7382 of 2025

Manikandan ... Petitioner in Crl.O.P.(MD)
No.6624 of 2025

1.Ananth @ Anandan

2.Kaleeshwaran (@ Kaleeswaran ... Petitioners in Crl.O.P.(MD)
No.10005 of 2025

Vs.

1.The State of Tamil Nadu through
The Inspector of Police,
Paramakudi Taluk Police Station,

Ramanathapuram District.
(Crime No.225 of 2021)

2.Vincent Raja ... Respondents in both
Crl.O.Ps.

COMMON PRAYER : Criminal Original Petitions filed under Section
528 of Bharathiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 to call for records
pertaining to the charge sheet in S.C.No.70 of 2023 on the file of the
Principal District and Sessions Court, Ramanathapuram and quash the

same.
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Crl.O.P.(MD) Nos.6624 & 10005 of 2025

For Petitioners
in both Crl.O.Ps. : Mr.G.Vishnuram

For R1
in both Crl.O.Ps. : Mr.K.Sanjai Gandhi
Government Advocate (Crl. Side)

For R2
in both Crl.O.Ps. : Mr.P.Durai Pandi

COMMONORDER

These Criminal Original Petitions have been filed seeking to quash
the final report in S.C.No.70 of 2023 on the file of the Principal District
and Sessions Court, Ramanathapuram, filed against the petitioners for the
offences punishable under Sections 435, 120B, 109 and 452 of the Indian
Penal Code, 1860 and Section 4 of the Tamil Nadu Public Property

(Prevention of Damage and Loss) Act, 1992.

2. The allegation in the final report is that, on account of prior
enmity, the petitioners, along with Al, caused damage to the property

belonging to the second respondent/defacto complainant.

3. The learned counsel for the petitioners would submit that the
case against the first accused was quashed by this Court on merits in

Crl.O.P.(MD) No.12137 of 2022, vide order dated 13.06.2023, and that
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Crl.O.P.(MD) Nos.6624 & 10005 of 2025

the parties have now entered into a compromise and decided to give a

quietus to the entire dispute.

4. Admittedly, the petitioners and the second respondent belong to
the same village. The parties have now entered into a compromise and
decided to give a quietus to the entire dispute. The parties have filed joint
compromise memos dated 3™ March 2025 and 02" June, 2025. The
scanned copy of the compromise memos reads as follows:

Crl.0.P.(MD) No.6624 of 2025

BEFORE THE MADURALI EENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
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Crl.O.P.(MD) Nos.6624 & 10005 of 2025

2. Vincent Raja,

S/0. Iruthyaraj,

No. 12/338 Y - 16A Kamarajar Nagar,

Pararmloudi,

Ramanathapuram District. Respondents/ Complainant

JOINT CDMPROH.IBE MEMO

1. The petitioner and 20 respondent submit that the 1% respondent
has registered a case in Crime No. 225 of 2021 for the alleged
offence U/s 447 & 435 of IPC on 21.06.2021 by the virtue of the

complaint lodged by the 27 respondent.

2. The petitioner and the 2“<i' respondent that the case of the
prosecution is that the 2nd :;;spundent was engaped in contract
business for the past 20 yiears—. and also holding the post of
District Secretary, MGR Youth Wing, AADMK and having a Thar *
plant at Melakavanur Villagt:, on account of health illness the 2m
respondent watchman was in leave from 13.06.2021 and hence
on 20.06.2021 at about 09.00 p.m. the 2rd respondent slépt in

| s quest .}imum: in the Thar Plant, on 21.06.2021 at about 03.25
am. the 20 respondent has heard sound and found that his

vehicle bearing Reg. No. TN 45 BQ 006 was ablaze and spotted

PETITIONER ' RESPONDENT No. 2

" oy MW%{
J

COUNSEL FOR PETITIONER COUNSEL FOR 25° RESPONDENT

W}\W"' iﬂﬂt‘l[m hl{a B?‘pL @EH |,10|2;J
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Crl.O.P.(MD) Nos.6624 & 10005 of 2025

moment of the persons and hence he has not opened the door,
thereafter he verified the CCTV footage and on rewinding the
CCTV footage to 2.59 p.m. the 20 respondent found that some
persons wearing face mask has set fire on the 2nd respondent
vehicle by pouring flammable substances and hence he lodged
complaint on 21.06.2021.

3. The petitioner submits that after completing the investigation the

1# respondent has laid charge sheet before the Learned Judicial
Magistrate, Paramakudi for the alleged offences U/s. 435, 120B,
109, 452 of TPC r/w Sec. 4 of TNPPDL Act and the same was
taken on file in P.R.C, No. 13 of 2022. Aggrieved over the charge
sheet laid by the 1# respondﬂi::r‘lt, the 15 gecused in the case has
approached this Hon'ble Court by way of filing Quash Petition
Crl.0.[MD} No. 12137 of 2022 before this Hon'ble Court, After
hearing both sides this Hon'ble Court by the order dated
13.06.2023 was pleased to quash the charge sheet in so far the

1= aceused 15 concerned,

4. The petitioner submits that by the passage of time now the

petitioners as well as the 27 respondent have amicably settled
between the parties. Some of the petitioners herein are working
in & private concern and due to pendency of this case they are
suffering lot. There are two victims including the Defacto

Complainant in this case and one of the victim

PETITIONER RESPONDENT No. 2

S 2t

COUNSEL FOR PETITIONER COUNSEL FDR}.(;FPQHDEHT ]

noa|of “Hn ((CLFESTE,
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¥
namely SuriyaPrabhu expired on 12.1 1.2023 and hence he was
not impleaded in the case. In fact after the registration of the
case the village elders have negotiated and agreed for closing the
case. As per the compromise talk both the parties are extending
their fullest co-operation for quashing this present criminal case

pending against the petitioner.

. The petitioner submits that this Joint Compromise memo is filed

(%3]

on their own volition without any coercion or undue influences.
They hereby undertake that they would not dispute the contents

of the affidavit and Joint Compromise memao in future.

Under these circumstances, it is prayed that this Hon'ble Court
may be pleased to record the gompromise entered between the
petitioner and the 2n respondent in impugned charge sheet in 5.C,
No. 70 of 2023, on the file of the Honble Principal District and 4
Sessions Judge, Ramanathapuram and quash the same and pass
such other or further orders as this Hon'ble Court may deem fit and

proper in the interest of justice and thereby render justice.
Dated at Madurai on this the 02+ day of June 2025.

PETITIONER RESPONDENT HNo. 2
2

D -t :.{“/?

COUNSEL FOR PETITIONER COUNSEL FOR 2j® RESPONDENT

Qaf;\ul, P oe/fe (e |2012)
Gv VISHMURAM, B.8e., B.L, B. BURR| PANDL, B.A, AL,
' Fdvoeali, g1 : 3
hdvocale | pq. | o.2.81]/2).838 k-2
Chalere. Nogor, YM Thiruvelluvos Nayay,
“Meadiid - bactod EXWNM"T?anQZBTo?
Qq 4y 8337120 Pwml@mm Digkvick.
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Crl.0.P.(MD) No.10005 of 2025

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
(Criminal Original Jurisdiction)

Crl.0.P(MD) No. 10005 of 2025
lon the file of this Hon'ble Court)

In

e,

5.C. No. 70 of 2023
(on the file of the Principal District and Sessions J udge,
Ramanathapuram)

1. Ananth@inandanj{M /28,
5/0. Muniyasamy,
Melathooval Village,
Mudukulathur Taluk,
Ramanathapuram District.

2. Kaleeshwaran (@ Kaleeswaran(M; 30,
i S/o. Munivasami,
Melathooval Villape,
Mudukulathur Taluk,
Ramanathapuram District. ..Petitioners/
Accused No, 3 & 4.
V-
L. The State of Tamil Nadu through
The Inspector of Police,
Paramakudi Taluk Police Station,
Ramanathapuram District,
(Crime No. 225 of 2021).

PETITIONERS RESPDHI{EHT o. 2
1M Anawkast | W#ﬁ'w

2. 4 ko, = e /ﬁl” cpEly  ay

o

COUNSEL FOR PETITIONER COUNSEL FOR 2V RESPONDENT
- lu_l‘ff\w M\lnh i:j' I. 's:?t'd_/%h H 94.1- D012,
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2. Vincent Raja,

S/a. Iruthyaraj,

No, 12/338 Y - 16A Kamarajar Nagar,

Paramkudi,

Ramanathapuram District. ' Respondents/ Complainant

1.

[ o]

JOINT COMPROMISE MEMO

The petitioners and 2n¢ respondent submit that the 1#
respondent has registered a case in Crime No. 225 of 2021 for
the alleged offence U/s 447 & 435 of IPC on 21.06.2021 by the
virtue of the complaint lodged by the 20¢ respondent.

. The petitioners submit that the case of the prosecution is that

the 2nd respondent was engaged in contract business for the past
20 years and also holding the post of District Secretary, MGR
Youth Wing, AIADMK and having a Thar plant at Melakavanur
Village, on account of health ilness the 2rd respondent
watchman was in leave from 13.06.2021 and hence on
90.06.2021 at about 09.00 p.m. the 2 respondent slept in his
guest house in the Thar Plant, on 21.06.2021 at about 03.25
am. the 2+ respondent has heard sound and found that his
vehicle béaring Reg. No. TN 45 BQ 006 was ablaze and spotted
moment of the persons and hence he has not opened the door,

thereafter he verified the

PETITIONERS RESPONDENT No. 2

1.Mﬂml‘»!bﬂ'
20 dasf T

COUNSEL FOR PETITIONER COUNSEL FOR 2"° RESPONDENT
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Crl.O.P.(MD) Nos.6624 & 10005 of 2025

CCTV footage and on rewinding the CCTV footage to 2.59 p.m.
the 2nd respondent found that some persons wearing face mask
has set ﬁ'n—. on the 2 respondent vehicle by pouring flammahle
substances and hence he lodged complaint on 21.06.2021,

3. The petitioners submit that after completing the investigation the
14 respondent has laid charge sheet before the Learned Judicial
Magistrate, Paramakudi for the alleged offences U/s. 435, 1208,
109, 452 of IPC r/w Sec. 4 of TNPPDL Act and the Same Was
taken on file in P.R.C. No. 13 of 2022, Aggrieved over the charge
sheet laid by the 1% respondent, the 1% accused in the case has
appreached this Hon'ble Court by way of filing Quash Petition
Crl.O.(MD} No. 12137 of 2022 before this Hon'ble Court. After
hearing both sides this Henble Court by the order dated
13.06.2023 was pleased to quash the charge sheet in so far the

L Jat accused 1s concerned. ik A v
4. The pctlt.lm'lr:r& submit that-by the passage of ﬁme now the
petitioners as well as the 2nd respondent have amicably settled

between the parties. The petitioners herein are working in a

private concern and due to pendency of this case they are

suffering lot. In fact after the registration of the case the village

“elders have negotiated and’ dgl'ﬂﬂd for closing the ‘case, As per

the cnmpmmisa: talk both the partics are extending their fullest

v co-operation for quashing this present criminal case pending

against the petitioner.
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Crl.O.P.(MD) Nos.6624 & 10005 of 2025

5. The petitioners submit that this Joint Compromise memo is filed
on their own volition without any coercion or undue influences.
They hereby undertake that they would not dispute the contents

of the affidavit and Joint Compromise memo in future.

Under these circumstances, it is prayed that this Hon'ble Court
may be pleased to record the compromise entered between the
petitioners and the 2nd respnndentvin impugned charge sheet in 5.C.
No. 70 of 2023, on the file of the Honble Principal District and
Sessions Judge, Ramanathapuram and quash the same and pass
such other or further orders as l.hi.s Hon'ble Court may deem fit and

proper in the interest of justice and thereby render justice.
Dated at Madurai on this the 020 day of June 2025.

PETITIONERS RESPGHDEI T No. 2
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4. The petitioner in Crl.O.P.(MD) No.6624 of 2025, namely,
Manikandan [Aadhaar No.3320 3323 1331] and the petitioners in Crl.O.P.
(MD) No.10005 of 2025, namely, (1) Ananth (@ Anandan [Aadhaar No.
7334 5227 2055] and (2) Kaleeshwaran (@ Kalesswaran [Aadhaar No.
7056 1790 2692], and the second respondent/defacto complainant,
namely, Vincent Raja [Aadhaar No.7136 9067 2478] are present before
this Court in person. The parties are identified by Mr.V.Dinakaran,
Special Sub Inspector of Police, Paramakudi Taluk Police Station,
Ramanathapuram District. All the parties confirmed the compromise

arrived at between them.

5. In view of the same and considering the nature of the offences
and the relationship between the parties, this Court i1s of the view that no
useful purpose would be served by keeping the impugned final report
pending trial. Accordingly, the impugned final report in S.C.No.70 of
2023 on the file of the Principal District and Sessions Court,
Ramanathapuram, is quashed. The petitioners shall pay a sum of
Rs.5,000/- as costs to the Mediation and Conciliation Centre attached to
the Madurai Bench of Madras High Court forthwith and file a photocopy

of the receipt along with a memo reporting compliance in the Registry.
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6. Hence, these Criminal Original Petitions stand allowed.

15.10.2025
JEN

Index: Yes/ No
Neutral Citation: Yes / No
Speaking Order / Non-Speaking Order

Copy To:

1.The Principal District and Sessions Judge,
Ramanathapuram.

2.The Inspector of Police,
Paramakudi Taluk Police Station,
Ramanathapuram District.

3.The Additional Public Prosecutor,
Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
Madurai.
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SUNDER MOHAN, J.

JEN

Crl.O.P.(MD) Nos.6624 & 10005 of 2025

15.10.2025
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