
W.P(MD)crl.No.2641 of 2025

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED: 18.12.2025

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MRS.JUSTICE S.SRIMATHY

Writ Petition Crl.(MD)No.2641 of 2025

Kannan     ..Petitioner 
Vs

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

2.State of Tamil Nadu,
   rep., by The Inspector of Police,
   Pavoorchathiram Police Station,
   Tenkasi District.

3.Vennila @ Shanmugaselvi

4.Ranjith                                              ..Respondents

Prayer:  Writ  Petition  filed  under  Article  226  of  the  Constitution  of  India, 

praying this Court to issue a Writ of Mandamus directing the respondent police 

to  consider,  enquire  into  and  dispose  of  the  petitioner's  complaint  dated 

17.11.2025 and 10.12.2025 within a time that may be stipulated by this Court.

 For Petitioner        : Mr.A.Abdul Hameed

 For Respondents  : Mr.A.S.Abul Kalaam Azad
   Government Advocate (crl.side)
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             ORDER

This  writ  petition  has  been  filed  seeking  Mandamus  directing  the 

respondent  police  to  consider,  enquire  into  and  dispose  of  the  petitioner's 

complaint  dated  17.11.2025  and  10.12.2025  within  a  time  that  may  be 

stipulated by this Court.

2. The contention of the petitioner is that there is a civil dispute pending 

between the petitioner and one Sudar Rajan and Saminathan, husband of the 

third respondent in O.S.No.865 of 2023.  While that being so, the third and 

fourth respondents waylaid the petitioner and threatened him to withdraw the 

suit.   When the petitioner denied to withdraw the suit,  wordy quarrel arose. 

Thereafter,  they  have  taken  the  petitioner's  two  wheeler  and  cash  of  Rs.

50,000/-.   Therefore,  the  petitioner  preferred  a  complaint  on  17.11.2025  at 

08.59  pm.,  via  online.   As  a  counterblast,  the  third  and  fourth  respondents 

preferred a complaint on 18.11.2025 alleging that the petitioner has attacked the 

respondents 3 and 4 as well as said Saminathan.

3.  The  learned  Government  Advocate  (crl.side)  appearing  for  the 

respondents  1  and  2,  on  instructions,  submitted  that  the  alleged  vehicle  is 

standing in the police station, based on the complaint preferred by the third and 

fourth respondents.  
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4. When there are rival complaints, the respondent police ought to have 

given due importance to both complaints and ensured that the dispute between 

the  parties  was  not  aggravated.  The  conduct  of  the  respondent  police  is 

deprecated.  Therefore,  the  respondent  police  is  directed  to  take  appropriate 

action on both complaints, strictly in accordance with law. It is further advised 

that  the  respondent  police  shall  not  take  sides  in  the  dispute  between  the 

parties.

5. With the above direction, this Writ Petition is disposed of.  No costs. 

18.12.2025

NCC    : Yes/No  
Index   : Yes/No
Internet:Yes
Rmk

To

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

2.The Inspector of Police,
   Pavoorchathiram Police Station,
   Tenkasi District.

3.The Additional Public Prosecutor,
   Madurai Bench of Madras High Court, Madurai. 
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S.SRIMATHY, J.

                  Rmk
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