
W.P.CRl..(MD).No.1511 of 2026

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT 

DATED : 08.04.2026

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE N.ANAND VENKATESH

AND

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE K.K.RAMKRISHNAN

W.P.Crl.(MD).No.1511 of 2026

and

W.M.P.(MD).No.366 of 2026

R.Karthika ....... Petitioner
Vs.

1.State of Tamil Nadu,
   Rep. Through the Additional 

Chief Secretary to Government, 
   Home (Prison-IV) Department,
  Fort St. George, Chennai - 600 009.

2.The Director General of Prisons and 
Correctional Services, Gandhi Irwin Road, 
CMDA Building, 2nd Tower, Egmore, 
Chennai - 600 008.

3.The Deputy Inspector General of Prison,
O/o. the Deputy Inspector General of Prison and 
Correctional Services Department, Trichy.

4.The Superintendent of Prison,   
Central Prison, Trichy.
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5.The Deputy Superintendent of Police,, 
Thiruvidaimaruthur Police Station, 
Thanjavur - 612 104. ...... Respondents

Prayer : Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India for 

issuance  of  Writ  of  Certiorarified  Mandamus,  calling  for  the  records 

relating to the impugned order passed by the 1st respondent in G.O.(D) 

No. 1457 dated 17.11.2025 and quash the same as illegal, arbitrary and 

unconstitutional and consequently direct the respondents to reconsider the 

case of the petitioner's father, namely, Ramalingam S/o. Petchimuthu, life 

convict prisoner, PID No.3175 for premature release by duly taking into 

account  the  favourable  recommendations  of  the  Probation  Officer, 

Revenue  Divisional  Officer  and  the  opinion  of  the  learned  Principal 

District  and Sessions  Judge,  Thanjavur and pass appropriate  orders  for 

premature release within a time frame as may be fixed by this Court.

For Petitioner :  Ms.P.Revathi

For Respondents : Mr.A.Thiruvadi Kumar,

Additional Public Prosecutor
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OR D E R

[Order of the Court was made by N.ANAND VENKATESH, J.]

This writ petition has been filed challenging the order passed by the 

first  respondent  in  G.O.(D)  No.  1457  dated  17.11.2025  and  for  a 

consequential  direction to the respondents  to  reconsider  the case of  the 

petitioner's father, who is a life convict and for premature release.

2. The petitioner is the daughter of the life convict.  The father of the 

petitioner was convicted for the offence under Section 302 of IPC by the 

learned Principal Sessions Judge, Thanjavur in S.C.No.124 of 2005 by the 

judgment dated 17.10.2005.  The same was confirmed by this Court  in 

Crl.A.(MD).No.212  of  2007  by  judgment  dated  07.03.2013.   The 

petitioner's father had undergone sentence for more than 15 years.  Hence, 

the  petitioner  submitted  a  representation  seeking  for  premature  release. 

The representation made by the petitioner was placed before the Advisory 

Board and based on the recommendation of the Advisory Board, the files 

were  placed  before  the  Government  and  the  Government  through  the 

impugned  proceedings  dated  17.11.2025  rejected  the  request  made  for 

premature release.  Aggrieved by the same, the present writ petition has 

been filed before this Court.  
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3. The respondents have filed a counter-affidavit.  They have taken a 

stand that even though the Probation Officer had recommended the case 

for premature release, the District Collector by relying upon the report of 

the Superintendent of Police had not recommended the premature release 

considering the gravity of the offence committed by the accused person. 

The same was considered by the Government and the request was rejected. 

The  respondents  have  taken  a  further  stand  that  the  premature  release 

cannot be claimed as a matter of right and it is left open to the Government 

to consider all the relevant facts before granting or rejecting the claim for 

premature release.  Accordingly, the respondents have sought for dismissal 

of this petition.

4. This Court carefully considered the submissions made on either 

side and the materials available on record.

5.  In  the  case  in  hand,  the  detenu  is  said  to  have  committed  an 

offence of murdering his wife by pouring kerosene and setting her ablaze. 

The conviction and sentence of the detenu has been confirmed and he has 
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already served sentence of 15 years, 5 months and 17 days and the convict 

is aged about 71 years.  The representation for premature release was made 

by none other than the daughter of the life convict.  This Court also takes 

into consideration the recommendation that was made by the ground level 

officer, namely, Probation Officer.  

6. The District Collector had given a negative report based on the 

report given by the Superintendent of Police.  This was only on the ground 

that the nature of crime was serious.  

7. In the considered view of this Court, the nature of offence that has 

been committed by the accused person does not have any serious impact 

on the public interest and the said request for premature release has been 

made by the daughter  of  the life  convict.  Every case of  murder has an 

element of gravity in it.  Therefore, when it involves a murder case such 

request cannot be rejected on the ground that the crime is grave in nature 

unless it has a societal implication. 

____________
Page 5 of 8

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



W.P.CRl..(MD).No.1511 of 2026

8. Considering the fact that the life convict was aged about 71 years 

and he had served the sentence for more than 15 years and the nature of 

offence that  has been committed by the life  convict  does not  have any 

serious societal implication and the request itself has been made by the 

daughter  of  the life  convict,  this  Court  is  inclined to  interfere with the 

impugned proceedings of the first respondent made in G.O.(D) No. 1457 

dated  17.11.2025  and  the  same  is  hereby  set  aside.   There  shall  be  a 

direction  to  the  first  respondent  to  pass  appropriate  orders  granting 

premature release to  the life  convict  and such an order  shall  be passed 

within a period of four weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this 

order.

9.  In  the  result,  this  writ  petition  (Criminal)  stands  allowed. 

Consequently, the connected miscellaneous petition is closed.

                                                 [N.A.V., J.]    &     [K.K.R.K., J.]

                      08.04.2026
NCC : Yes / No
Index : Yes / No
TSG
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Copy to
1.The Home Secretary,
   Home Department (Prison), 
   Secretariat,
   Fort. St. George, 
   Chennai - 600 009.

2.The Deputy Inspector General of Prisons, 
Madurai Range,
 Madurai - 625 001.

3.The Superintendent of Prison,   
   Central Prison, 
   Palayamkottai - 627 007.

4.The Inspector of Police,
   Alangulam Police Station, 
   Tenkasi District.

5.The Additional Public Prosecutor,
   Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
   Madurai.
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N.ANAND VENKATESH , J.

AND

K.K.RAMKRISHNAN, J  .  

TSG

W.P.Crl.(MD).No.1511 of 2026

08.04.2026
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