1 5/@ .3

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCHE or MADRAS nxeg/co"

DATED : 18- 07 2007 P » /,%‘

;__.\___.‘.::.A..__ [ )
__.a..w.-.._.\._._.'.__\_'_:‘-_'__l . i-c v
. 4 '

CORAM

-

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE G. RAJASURIA o ;

-~

Crl.C.P. (MD) .No. 6616 of 2007

~ Paramasivam Pillai ' - ... Petitionmer
Vs T e
- 1.The Superintendent of Pollce, '
Pudukkottai.
_~2.The Superintendent of Pollce[
Trichy. ' all
~3.The Inspector of Police,
District Crime Branch, .-
Pudukkottai District.
- 4.The Inspector of Police,
‘Viralimalai Police Station, . ’ o
Pudukkottal Dlstrlct.f,“ ' ' ... Respondents
- .
Prayer: Petitlon filed under Section 482_ of the Code of
‘Criminal Procedure, to direct.. the second respondent to
forward the matter. to the third respondent for registration
of case on the basis of the petitioner's complaint dated
31.0572007 and may consequently direct: the third respcndent
to file the final report after cenducdting fair cuqul;y‘

For Petitioner g Mr.K;P.Narayanakumar B
: -

For Respondents : Mr.P. Rajendran

Government Advocate (Crl. Slde)
* ok % % % X

ORDER"

This - petltlon is focussed to get an F.I.R registered
based on the complalnt of the petltloner dated" 31.05.2007
and 1nvestlgated by the pollce.

2. Heard bqth sides. .
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3. .The nltty—gritty, the:giSt andvkerneiffthe pith,and:'”v

marrow of .the. grlevance of the petltloner is that desplte he

hav1ng lodged the complalnt with the police, the latters.

2 l

failed‘.to respond» to it legallyy - whereas the .learned?;}-
-Government Advocate (Crlmlnal Side). would.eubmit.that.police:f;f.

s enqulrlng into the matter

4. In this factual -matrix, I would like to observe that

whenever a complainant could‘not'get registered an F.I.R, it
is open for him to send the complaint byl R;P.AJD for
registering the case as per Section 154 (3) Cr.P.C, ﬁé.the
Superlntendent of Pollce concerned and even thereafter, if
there is no response, . his remedy_ls'to approach the learned

Magistrate as under.

.5-'Trite, the propoaition of law is that a complaint

which is popularly called’ as 'private complaint’ could

rightly be filed before..the learned Magistrate who on

receipt of it could suo moth:inVOke his power under section
156 (3) Cr'P C and send'rthe - complaint without taking
cognizance of the offences referred to in the appliCation to
the police for reglsterlng an F I R -and 1nvestigate into the

matter as per the Code of Criminal Procedure or in the




1ferhati?9, jthe:-1earned‘ Magistrate' without sending the

~under Section 156(3) Cr.p.C could himself record: . 7

Relating:to. this procedure,-there are catena of dec151ons as
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is made out-'ln addltlon vto assessi'

gathering evidence.
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7 I R to the learnod Maglstrate w1thou1_ any delay- aﬁd onn
___e_;ye, ,014 - su F. i - R from the police, the learned '

Maglstrate shall make the recelpt entry in’ that aforesald

L.o the““ police calllng upon the pollce to appear and

Lhereupon, he shall enforce compllance w_lth his dlreCthH_

under Sectlon 156(3) Cr. P C /
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Cr P. C thereupon’

~of Sectlon 156 (3 )

Pudukkottal.

Thea: Super tendent of Pollﬂe,

#3.The. Inspector of Pollcer5 “
Pistrict Crlme*Branch, AN
Pudukkottal Dlstrlct._ L

4 The Inspector of Police,f
“¥iralimalai~Police Statlon, R
7 /'Pudukkottal Distrlct T R
i c et f
5 The. Public Prosecutor, :
.Madurai Bench of Madras ngh Court,

Madural. :
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