
WPCrl(MD)No.326 of 2025

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED : 30.06.2025

CORAM:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE B.PUGALENDHI

WPCrl(MD)No.326 of 2025

P.Suba Dinesh  ... Petitioner
versus

1.The Commissioner of Police,
   Office of the Commissioner of Police,
   Madurai City, Madurai.

2.The Assistant Commissioner of Police,
    Office of the Assistant Commissioner of Police,
    Thilagar Thidal (Range),
     Madurai – 625 007.

3.The Inspector of Police,
   Karimedu Police Station (Crime Branch),
   Madurai City,
   Madurai.

4.S.Murugeswari

5.The Branch Manager,
   IIFL Finance,
   1st Floor, Algammal Vaniga Valagam,
   Aruppukottai Main Road,
   Villapuram,
   Madurai – 625 012. ... Respondents
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WPCrl(MD)No.326 of 2025

Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the constitution of 

India,  seeking  for  the  issuance  of  writ  of  mandamus directing  the 

respondent  to  take  appropriate  actions  based  on  the  petitioner's 

complaint dated 07.05.2025 made to the 3rd respondent police in CSR 

No.279  of  2025  dated  09.05.2025  and  based  on  the  petitioner's 

representation dated 29.05.2025 made in person to the 2nd respondent in 

accordance with law within a  time frame that  may be  fixed by this 

Court.

For Petitioner     :  Mr. Niranjan S.Kumar

For Respondent :  Mr. E.Antony Sahaya Prabahar
Nos.1 to 3    Additional Public Prosecutor
 

ORDER

The petitioner has approached this court with a grievance that the 

respondent police have not taken action on his complaint. 

2.When  this  petition  is  taken  up  for  hearing,  the  learned 

Additional  Public  Prosecutor  appearing  for  the  respondent  police 

submits that the complaint of the petitioner has been registered in  CSR 
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WPCrl(MD)No.326 of 2025

No.279/2025,  dated  09.05.2025.  They  have  issued  summon  to  the 

petitioner to produce the relevant documents. Since the petitioner has 

not co-operated for enquiry and issue is also civil in nature, they have 

closed the complaint.

3.The learned Counsel for the petitioner disputed that it is a case 

of theft, but they are projecting it as a civil dispute.

4.Since the respondent police closed the complaint in CSR No.

279 of 2025, this petition is closed with a direction to the respondent 

police to furnish a copy of the closure report to the petitioner enabling 

him to workout his remedy in the manner known to law.

30.06.2025

DSK 
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To

1.The Commissioner of Police,
   Office of the Commissioner of Police,
   Madurai City, Madurai.

2.The Assistant Commissioner of Police,
   Office of the Assistant Commissioner of Police,
   Thilagar Thidal (Range),
    Madurai – 625 007.

3.The Inspector of Police,
   Karimedu Police Station (Crime Branch),
   Madurai City,
   Madurai.

4.The Additional Public Prosecutor,
    Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
    Madurai. 
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B.PUGALENDHI, J.

DSK

WPCrl(MD)No.326 of 2025

30.06.2025
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