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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 21-04-2026
CORAM
THE HON'BLE MR JUSTICE G.K. ILANTHIRAIYAN
Crl.O.P Nos.17826, 17829 & 17836 of 2023

and
Crl.M.P.Nos. 11734, 11735, 17829, 11737, 11738, 11739 & 11740 of 2023

Crl.O.P.No.17826 of 2023

Dr.Dasthagiri Reddy
Dr.Basant Kumar Tiwary
Dr.Promod Singh
Dr.Vengata Ragothaman
Dr.Samyuktha
Dr.Taseenabbasi
Dr.S.A.Abbasi

Nk =

..Petitioners
Vs

1. The State Rep.by
The Inspector of Police
Kalapet Police Station,

Puducherry
(Crime No0.40/2015)

2. S.Pannirselvam
Registrar Incharge of Pondicherry University,
Pondicherry University,
Chinnakalapet,
Puducherry
..Respondents
Crl.O.P.No.17829 of 2023

Dr.Dasthagiri Reddy

..Petitioner
Vs
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1. The State Rep.by
The Inspector of Police
Kalapet Police Station,

Puducherry
(Crime No.42/2015)

2. R.Devasigamani

Crl.O.P.No.17836 of 2023

Dr.Basant Kumar Tiwary
Dr.Promod Singh
Dr.Vengata Ragothaman
Dr.Dasthagiri Reddy
Dr.Ramanathan
Dr.S.V.M.Sathyanarayanan
Anbazhagan

Kaliaperumal

PN RN =

1. The State Rep.by
The Inspector of Police
Kalapet Police Station,
Puducherry
(Crime No0.39/2015)

2. P.Baskaran

N p::.ﬁ-'_--
R

CRL OP No. 17826 of 2

..Respondents

..Petitioners
Vs

..Respondents

Common Prayer: Criminal Original Petitions filed under Section 482 Cr.P.C.,

to call for the records in STC.No.1241 of 2017, C.C.Nos.104, 103 of 2017 and

pending trial before the learned Judicial Magistrate No.Il Puducherry and quash

the same.

For Petitioners:
(in all cases)

For Respondents:
(in all cases)

https://lwww.mhc.tn.gov.in/judis

Mr.R.Vivekananthan

Mr.M.V .Ramachandramurthy
Additional Public Prosecutor (Puducherry) for R1
No appearance for R2
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COMMON ORDER

These Criminal Original Petitions have been filed seeking to quash the
proceedings in STC No.1241 of 2017, C.C.Nos.103 and 104 of 2017 pending on

the file of learned Judicial Magistrate I, Puducherry.

2. Heard the learned counsel appearing for the petitioner and the
learned Additional Public Prosecutor appearing for the first respondent.

Perused the materials available on record.

3. The case of the prosecution is that on 27.07.2015 between 8.00
a.m., and 4.30 p.m., the accused persons joined together and formed an
unlawful assembly and wrongfully restrained the defacto complainants in their
office at Pondicherry University and prevented them from performing their
official duties and also threatened the defacto complainants with criminal

intimidation.

4. Based on the complaints lodged by the second respondent, the first
respondent filed final reports and the same have been taken cognizance by the
Trial Court for the offences punishable under Sections 147, 341, 353, 332, 109

of IPC read with Section 149 of IPC.
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S On perusal of the entire materials, particularly the statements of the
witnesses, it is seen that, except for a general allegation that the mob entered the
premises and the naming one or two persons working in the University, only
vague and omnibus allegations have been made against the students and non-
teaching staff. No material has been placed on record to show that any
identification parade was conducted. The alleged occurrence took place during
a protest against the appointment of the Vice Chancellor and the final report
does not disclose the specific identity of the offenders. It is further seen that the
occurrence 1s of the year 2015 and even after the lapse of several years, no
substantial progress has been made in these cases. Many of the accused still
remain absconding and summons have not been served. Even if the entire
materials collected by the prosecution are taken as proof, the same would not
constitute the offences alleged. Hence, continuation of the proceedings would

be a burden not only on the prosecution but also on the Court.

6. It is also relevant to note that a learned Single Judge of this Court,
in a connected matter in Crl.O.P.No.19868 of 2023, arising out of the same
issue, has already quashed the final report in respect of one of the accused.
Though some of the accused have not filed any quash petitions, in view of the
reasons stated above, in order to secure the ends of justice, the proceedings

cannot be allowed to continue against any of the accused.
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7, Considering the above facts and circumstances of the case and the

nature of allegations, this Court is inclined to quash the proceedings in STC

No.1241 of 2017 and C.C.Nos.103 and 104 of 2017.

8. Accordingly, the proceedings in STC No.1241 of 2017,
C.C.Nos.103 and 104 of 2017 pending on the file of learned Judicial Magistrate
I, Puducherry, is hereby quashed as against all the accused persons and
accordingly, these Criminal Original Petitions are allowed. Consequently,

connected miscellaneous petitions are closed.

21-04-2026
Index: Yes/No
Speaking/Non-speaking order
Neutral Citation: Yes/No

LPP

To

1.The Judicial Magistrate No.II, Puducherry.
2.The Inspector of Police

Kalapet Police Station,

Puducherry.

3.The Public Prosecutor,

High Court of Madras,
Chennai.
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G.K.ILANTHIRAIYAN J.

LPP

Crl.O.P Nos.17826, 17829 & 17836 of 2023

21-04-2026
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