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    IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISIDICTION 

[ORDER XXII RULE 2(1)] 

(Under Article 136 of the Constitution of India) 

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CRIMINAL) NO.     OF 2023 

(Against the final Order and Judgment dt. 11.10.2023 passed by 

the Hon’ble High Court of Judicature at Madras, in W.P. No. 

29444/2023) 

IN THE MATTER:- 

R. Dhanalakshmi   ...Petitioner 

Versus 

The Home Secretary, Home Department 

Govt. of Tamil Nadu & Ors.   …Respondents 

OFFICE REPORT ON LIMITATION 

1. The present Special Leave Petition is/are within time.

2. The Petition is barred by time and there is delay of ______ days

in filing the same against Impugned order dated ________ and

Application for condonation of ____ days delay has been filed.

3. There is delay of _____ days in refiling the petition and

Application for condonation of delay of _____ days in refiling

has been filed.

BRANCH OFFICER 

PLACE: New Delhi 

DATE: 31.10.2023
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SYNOPSIS 

The present Special Leave Petition is filed against the final 

Judgment and Order dt. 11.10.2023 (Impugned Order) passed by the 

Hon’ble High Court of Judicature at Madras in Writ Petition No. 29444 

of 2023, whereby which the Hon’ble High Court dismissed the Writ 

Petition of the Petitioner without considering the averments of the 

Petitioner with respect to custodial violence and illegal arrest of the 

detenu (her son), and without referring to any records (both medical and 

of the detenu’s illegal arrest) relevant in the present case, but only on 

the basis of an assumption that since the allegation against the son of 

the Petitioner (detenu) were of grave nature, the Petitioner had made 

bald allegations against the police.  

It is worthy to note that the fact of injuries and the ongoing 

medical treatment of the otherwise healthy 22 year old detenu, after the 

arrest were uncontroverted, however instead of directing an inquiry or 

calling for records, the Hon’ble High Court made an unsatisfactory 

observation that his health was taken care of by the police. Further, the 

Impugned Order clearly shows that the Hon’ble High Court has 

proceeded with a pre-conceived notion that the detenu had committed 

the crime(s) he was accused of, running contrary to the basic yet crucial 

principle of criminal law that an accused is innocent until proven guilty 

(Ei incumbit probatio qui dicit, non qui negat). The relevant extract of 

the Impugned Order is produced hereinbelow:  

This petition does not deserve any consideration by this 

Court in view of the fact that the petitioner herein has been 

arrested for involving in a preplanned brutal murder and 

been arrested. For his health condition, already police has 

taken care and he is now admitted in the CMC, 

Coimbatore. Making some bald allegations against the 

police, the writ petition would have been filed 

considering the gravity of the crime committed by the 

petitioner's son. 
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The challenge to the Impugned Order is concisely put forth as follows: 

Firstly, the Hon’ble High Court erred in not taking note of the 

serious and grave violation of this Hon’ble Court’s guidelines in D.K. 

Basu v. State of W.B., (1997) 1 SCC 416 in the arrest and detention of 

the detenu.  

Secondly, the Impugned Order is unreasonable when the Hon’ble 

High Court of Bombay in Maaysha Singh D/o. Sudha Bharadwaj vs. 

The State of Maharashtra and another (W.P. 1958 of 2021) has held 

that the prisoner’s right to obtain medical records is entrenched in 

Article 21 of the Constitution of India. 

It is an established position in law that the detenu has his right to 

life intact even if he is detained by the police. He is thus, entitled to be 

provided with his medical records and contact one of his guardians with 

respect to his treatment. Amidst the serious allegations of custodial 

violence and the sudden hospitalization of the otherwise healthy 22-

year old for severe condition such as kidney failure and injuries, the 

State was only duty bound to supply the parents the medical records of 

the detenu, or at-least produce the same before the Hon’ble Court 

Thirdly, the Hon’ble High Court passed the Impugned Order 

without considering the landmark decision of this Hon’ble Court in 

Nilabati Behera v. State of Orissa, (1993) 2 SCC 746 wherein, it was 

held that convicts, prisoners or undertrials are not denuded of their 

fundamental rights under Article 21, thus the duty to care on the part of 

the State is strict and admits no exception. 

Fourthly, as stated earlier, the Hon’ble High Court proceeded on 

a pre-conceived notion against the detenu, that he had committed the 

offences alleged in the FIR. Thus, the Impugned Order is fit to be set-

aside by this Hon’ble Court. 
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Lastly, the Hon’ble High Court ignored the fact that the police 

was duty-bound to register the complaint of the Petitioner for custodial 

violence after receiving the representation of Petitioner’s husband dt. 

27.09.2023. [Lalita Kumari vs. State of Uttar Pradesh (2014) 2 SCC 1; 

Sindhu Janak Nagargoje vs. The State of Maharastra & Ors. SLP(Crl) 

5883/2023]. The police was duty bound to register a compliant and 

proceed with the investigation, but in the present case the police even 

kept the treatment of the detenu under wraps, making it suspicious and 

endangering the safety and well being of the detenu.  

Hence the present Petition. 
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LIST OF DATES AND EVENTS 

S. No. Date Event 

1. NIL Petitioner is the mother of the detenu Jayakumar. 

Petitioner along with her husband Rajarathinam run 

a shop in the locality. Due to the ill health of the 

father, the detenu in order to support his family 

works as a driver and drives the car belonging to 

one Murugan who is associated with Red Taxi. The 

detenu is a young man of 22 years of age having no 

criminal record nor any history of violence.  

2. 12.09.2023 FIR 277/2023 was registered against the detenu and 

other Accused at Kattur Police Station by one 

Nithish Kumar under Sec. 147, 148, 294(b), 307 

and 506(2) of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (‘IPC’), 

wherein, allegations were made by the Complainant 

that he was attacked by the Accused with the 

intention of killing him. True translated copy of the 

FIR 277/2023 is annexed herewith and marked 

as ANNEXURE P-1 from Pg. No. 26 to Pg. 

No. 30.  

3. 16.09.2023 Detenu was picked up by the police and taken into 

custody. None of the family members, relatives or 

friends of the detenu were informed of his arrest and 

his detention at the Karur. Murugan, the employer 

of the detenu, called up the Petitioner to inquire if 

the detenu had returned home or not. Detenu’s 

parents were then informed by Murugan that the 

police had come to take the detenu for some enquiry 
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at the Saravanampatty Police Station and had 

informed him that after enquiry, the police would 

allow him to return. True copy of the arrest details 

as available on the Tamil Nadu CCTNS forum are 

annexed herewith and marked as ANNEXURE 

P-2 at Pg. No. 31  

4. 16.09.2023 After the call, the Petitioner along with her husband 

rushed to Saravanampatty Police Station, where 

they were joined by Mr. Murugan. No details of the 

alleged crime, or whereabouts of the detenu were 

given to the detenu’s family. After waiting for a few 

hours, at about 08:15 PM, the Petitioner and her 

husband witnessed that the detenu along with his 

school friend and fellow Red Taxi driver 

Jenarthanan, were being moved from one car to 

another car by policemen who were in plainclothes. 

Petitioner and her husband, waited at 

Saravanampatty Police Station till about 11:00PM 

hoping to see their son. However, the were told by 

the Police that they could only see their son the 

following morning.  

5. 17.09.2023 The Petitioner and her husband waited at the 

Saravanampatty Police Station the entire day and 

were only later told of the alleged incident and FIR 

registered on 12.09.2023. The Petitioner inquired 

from the police of her son’s whereabouts but was 

not told anything. At about 08:30 PM the parents of 

the detenu were told by the police that their son 

could be at the Rathinapuri Police Station. The 
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Petitioner along with her husband immediately left 

for Rathinapuri Police Station, where they were 

informed that the detenu was not there and they 

should check at Kattur Police Station. At about 

09:00 PM, the Petitioner along with her husband 

left for Kattur Police Station where again they were 

told that their son was not there either. The arrest 

was blatantly against the guidelines laid by this 

Hon’ble Court in the case of D.K. Basu vs. State of 

Bengal, where no details of the arrest were made to 

the parents of the detenu, nor were they even 

informed where their son was kept. True copy of the 

judgment of this Hon’ble Court in D.K. Basu v. 

State of W.B., (1997) 1 SCC 416 is annexed 

herewith and marked as ANNEXURE P-3 from 

Pg. No. _32___to Pg. No. 59____. 

6. 18.09.2023 Petitioner was constrained to make an emergency 

phone call to the police at 100 to know the 

whereabouts of her son and was informed that the 

detenu was at Kattur Police Station at 

Gandhipuram, Coimbatore. Petitioner and her 

husband left for Kattur Police Station at about 10:15 

A.M.

Detenu’s parents met one woman inspector at 

Kattur Police Station who showed that the detenu 

was detained in a room surrounded by about eight 

police personnel for interrogation. The detenu had 

visible injuries on his face, particularly on his 

cheeks, lips and jaw. Petitioner nor her husband 
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were allowed to meet or speak with the detenu. The 

Petitioner and her husband were asked to leave and 

come to the station by 02:00 P.M.  

The Petitioner and her husband visited the station 

again at 02:00 P.M., and found that the detenu was 

not at the police station and was taken elsewhere.  

7. 20.09.2023 Father of the detenu spoke to the police regarding 

the detenu being arrested on 16.09.2023 and having 

been kept in illegal custody without remanding him 

by producing him before the Judicial Magistrate. 

Around noon, police personnel called and informed 

them that their son was to be remanded. However, 

Petitioner nor her husband were allowed to meet 

him in the police station. 

At about 05:30 P.M, the detenu was brought out 

from the police station to be remanded. Petitioner 

and her husband observed that their son, the detenu, 

could not walk properly due to noticeable violence/ 

torture meted out against him. He was holding on to 

the railing in the police station and slowly limped 

towards the police jeep.  

Detenu was brought to the Central Prison at 

Coimbatore, it was then that the Petitioner had a few 

moments to meet and speak to her son who was 

sitting inside the car. The detenu cried and revealed 

to his mother that the police had taken him to 

various places and had subjected him to severe 

torture. It was then that the police hurriedly took 
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him away from the car and asked him to walk into 

the prison. Petitioner observed that the detenu was 

having trouble walking due to the custodial torture 

meted out against him.  

Shortly, the Petitioner and her husband were 

informed that the detenu was being shifted to the 

Tiruppur Prison.  

8. 21.09.2023 Petitioner and her husband met the detenu at the 

Tiruppur Prison. The detenu tearfully narrated to 

his parents that the police had taken him to various 

places blindfolding his eyes. He further told that the 

police had kept him in a separate room. The police 

spread his legs and stood on his legs, beating him 

on his legs and feet with rubber pipes and lathis. He 

further shared that the police had also beaten him 

with a wooden log in the hip region, and kicked him 

with shoes on his stomach.  

Police did not even allow the detenu to urinate. 

Detenu was given only around half a liter of water 

per day and was blindfolded and his mouth was tied 

shut with a cloth. Due to the constant torture he had 

been subjected to, he had swelling all over his body 

and severe pain. The police further used a painkiller 

spray and continued their torture, and kept him in 

illegal custody. Police had severely beaten the 

detenu on his head, and he showed the Petitioner 

and his father the blood clots on his thighs. The 

detenu cried in pain and revealed that his private 
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organ too was swollen as a result of the torture. He 

also informed his parents that he had trouble 

urinating and when he urinated, his urine contained 

blood. The Detenu was evidently in an unbearable 

amount of pain and was in desperate need of 

medication and professional medical help. Since 

nothing was done by the police to help his 

condition, Petitioner gave him an ointment for pain 

relief for the time being.  

9. 22.09.2023 Petitioner and her husband were informed that due 

to the severe injuries, detenu’s health was 

deteriorating and he was being taken to the 

Government Hospital, Tiruppur. He was under 

treatment and his parents were informed that the 

detenu was having difficulty in urinating and that 

his kidneys were not functioning. The detenu’s 

health condition started to worsen and he was 

immediately shifted to the Intensive Care Unit, 

where he was kept for a day.  

10. 23.09.2023 Detenu’s condition did not improve and he was 

shifted to the Coimbatore Medical College 

Hospital. 

The doctors at the Coimbatore Medical College 

Hospital informed the Petitioner and her husband 

that both the kidneys of their son had failed, and that 

he was undergoing dialysis. Detenu’s health 

condition was serious. Doctors refused to share any 

further details regarding the detenu’s medical 
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condition or treatment due to undue pressure 

exercised by the police/prison authorities. Repeated 

oral requests regarding information and status of the 

detenu’s medical condition/records made to the 

police and prison authorities were met with silence. 

11. 26.09.2023 Petitioner filed a Criminal Miscellaneous 

Petition before the Ld. Judicial Magistrate 

Court No.2, Coimbatore as Crl. M.P.No. 42359 

of 2023 under Section 91 Cr.P.C. seeking to 

preserve the CCTV footage of the Respondent 

police stations and for the violation of Sec. 

41(b), 46 and 57 of Cr.P.C. amounting to illegal 

arrest and detention of the detenu.  

The Petition was not contested by the Respondent 

and was allowed by the Ld. Magistrate. Copy of 

the order is not made available to the Petitioner till 

date, however, the online case status has been 

updated. True translated copy of Crl. Misc. 

Petition no. 42359/2023 is annexed herewith 

and marked as ANNEXURE P-4 from Pg. No.60 

to Pg. No.68. True copy of the case update of Crl. Misc. 

Petition no. 42359/2023 is annexed herewith and marked as 

ANNEXURE P-5 from Pg. No.69 to Pg. No.70. 

12. 27.09.2023 Petitioner’s husband sent representations to the 

State Level Oversight Committee (SLOC) and the 

District Level Oversight Committee DLOC, and to 

the Respondents – the Inspector of Police, Kattur 

and Saravanampatti Police Stations seeking to 
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retrieve, preserve and also provide a copy of the 

CCTV footage of all the CCTV cameras of the 

Kattur and Saravanampatty Police Stations from 

16.09.2023 (10 a.m.) to 21.09.2023 (10 p.m.) in 

compliance to the order of this Hon’ble Court in 

Paramvir Singh vs Baljit Singh in SLP (Crl.) No. 

3543 of 2020 dated 02.12.2020. In addition, he also 

sought for prompt action against perpetrators who 

committed torture and injured the detenu. However, 

till date no action nor any material has been 

supplied to the Petitioner. Not even a complaint of 

the visible torture and violence resulting in injuries 

to the detenu was registered by the police. True 

copy of the representation dt. 27.09.2023 is 

annexed herewith and marked as ANNEXURE 

P-6 from Pg. No._71___ to Pg. No._74____.  

13. 04.10.2023 Detenu whilst in Coimbatore Medical College 

hospital, was threatened by police officer in 

plainclothes to provide false statement that he has a 

history of kidney failure. 

14. 04.10.2023 Petitioner submitted representations to Government 

Hospital Tiruppur and to Coimbatore Medical 

College Hospital for supply of copy of medical 

records of the detenu. True translated copies of the 

representations dt. 04.10.2023 sent to Government 

Hospital Tiruppur and to Coimbatore Medical 

College Hospital are annexed herewith and marked 
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as ANNEXURE P-7 at Pg. No.75 and

ANNEXURE P-8 at Pg. No. 76 respectively.

15. 05.10.2023 Petitioner filed a Writ Petition before the Hon’ble 

High Court of Madras as W.P. 29444 of 2023 for  

- Directing the respondents to provide

appropriate medical care to the detenu

detained in Crime No.277 of 2023 on the file

of Kattur Police Station;

- Direct judicial enquiry into the incident of

illegal police custody and custodial torture

perpetrated by the respondent police against

the detenue and take appropriate action

against the perpetrators who committed

custodial torture and;

- Award compensation to the detenue for

violation of his fundamental rights.

The Petitioner further requested the Hon’ble High 

Court to shift the detenu from Coimbatore to Tamil 

Nadu Government Multi Super Speciality Hospital 

at Chennai (Omandurar Hospital) or any other 

multi-speciality hospital outside Coimbatore and to 

be provided the medical records of the detenu at 

Tiruppur prison, Tiruppur Government Hospital 

and Coimbatore Medical College Hospital as his 

next of kin.  

True copy of the Writ Petition No. 29444/2023 along 

with affidavit of the Petitioner is annexed herewith and 

marked as ANNEXURE P-9 at Pg. No. 77-99. True 
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copy of the Writ Miscellaneous Petitions Nos. 

29060, 29061 and 29062 of 2023 are annexed 

herewith and marked as ANNEXURE P-10 

to ANNEXURE P-12 from Pg. No. 100 to Pg. 

No.111 respectively.  

16. 11.10.2023 Without considering the gravity of the allegations 

and the uncontroverted fact of the ongoing medical 

treatment of the 22 year old detenu, the Hon’ble 

High Court disposed of the Petition making a 

cursory observation that the police was taking care 

of his medical needs. The Hon’ble High Court 

without any satisfactory reason, refused to provide 

the medical records to his parents nor commented 

on the fact that till date no medical record of the 

detenu was provided by either the hospital or the 

police. Instead, the Hon’ble High Court 

unfortunately made unwarranted observation with 

respect to the motivation of the Petitioner behind 

filing the Petition and without referring to any 

records, documents or the illegal arrest of the 

detenu, referred to the averments of the Petitioner 

as “bald allegations [made] against the police.” 

17. 2023 Hence, the present Petition. 
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 W.P.No.29444 of 2023

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 11.10.2023

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE DR.JUSTICE G.JAYACHANDRAN

W.P.No.29444 of 2023

and W.M.P.Nos.29060, 29061 & 29062 of 2023

R.Dhanalakshmi  ... Petitioner 

Vs.

1.The Home Secretary,

Home Department,

Government of Tamil Nadu,

Secretariat,

Chennai – 600 009.

2.The Secretary,

Health & Famil Welfare Department,

Government of Tamil Nadu,

Secretariat,

Chennai – 600 009.

3.The Director General of Police,

Head of Police Force,

Government of Tamil Nadu,

Dr.Radhakrishnan Salai,

Mylapore, Chennai – 600 004.

4.The Director General of Prisons,

Department Prisons and Correctional Services,

Whannels Road, Edmore,

Chennai – 600 008.
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 W.P.No.29444 of 2023

5.The District Collector,

Office of the District Collector,

Coimbatore.

6.The Commissioner of Police,

Office of the Commissioner of Police,

Coimbatore – 641 018.

7.The Superintendent of Prisons,

Central Prison for Men – Coimbatore,

Coimbatore – 641 018.

8.The Superintendent of Prisons,

District Prison/Sub Jail – Tiruppur,

Tiruppur – 641 602.

9.The Inspector of Police,

Saravanampatty Police Station,

Coimbatore City – 641 035.

10.The Inspector of Police,

Kattur Police Station,

Coimbatore City – 641 044.  ... Respondents

Prayer:  Writ Petition is filed under Section 226 of Constitution of India, 

pleased to issue a Writ of Mandamus, directing the respondents to provide 

appropriate medical care to the petitioner's son Jayakumar detained in Crime 

No.277 of 2023 on the file of Kattur Police Station, direct judicial enquiry 

into the incident of illegal police custody and custodial torture perpetrated by 

the respondent police against the detenue Jayakumar and take appropriate 

action  against  the  perpetrators  who committed  custodial  torture  and  also 

award compensation to the detenue for violation of his fundamental rights.
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 W.P.No.29444 of 2023

 For Petitioner :  Mr.R.Sunil Kumar

 For Respondent : Mr.S.Udaya Kumar

 Government Advocate (Crl. Side)

 for R1 to R3

O R D E R

This petition does not deserve any consideration by this Court in view 

of the fact  that  the petitioner herein has  been arrested for involving in a 

preplanned  brutal  murder  and  been  arrested.  For  his  health  condition, 

already  police  has  taken  care  and  he  is  now  admitted  in  the  CMC, 

Coimbatore.  Making  some  bald  allegations  against  the  police,  the  writ 

petition  would  have  been  filed  considering  the  gravity  of  the  crime 

committed by the petitioner's son.

2.Accordingly,  this  Writ  Petition  is  dismissed.  No  Costs. 

Consequently, connected miscellaneous petitions are closed.

 11.10.2023

Index : Yes/No

Neutral Citation : Yes/No

ssr
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 W.P.No.29444 of 2023

To

1.The Home Secretary,

Home Department,

Government of Tamil Nadu,

Secretariat,

Chennai – 600 009.

2.The Secretary,

Health & Famil Welfare Department,

Government of Tamil Nadu,

Secretariat,

Chennai – 600 009.

3.The Director General of Police,

Head of Police Force,

Government of Tamil Nadu,

Dr.Radhakrishnan Salai,

Mylapore, Chennai – 600 004.

4.The Director General of Prisons,

Department Prisons and Correctional Services,

Whannels Road, Edmore,

Chennai – 600 008.

5.The District Collector,

Office of the District Collector,

Coimbatore.

6.The Commissioner of Police,

Office of the Commissioner of Police,

Coimbatore – 641 018.

7.The Superintendent of Prisons,

Central Prison for Men – Coimbatore,

Coimbatore – 641 018.
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 W.P.No.29444 of 2023

8.The Superintendent of Prisons,

District Prison/Sub Jail – Tiruppur,

Tiruppur – 641 602.

9.The Inspector of Police,

Saravanampatty Police Station,

Coimbatore City – 641 035.

10.The Inspector of Police,

Kattur Police Station,

Coimbatore City – 641 044.

11.The Public Prosecutor,

High Court of Madras,

Chennai.
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 W.P.No.29444 of 2023

Dr.G.JAYACHANDRAN,J.

 ssr

W.P.No.29444 of 2023

and W.M.P.Nos.29060, 29061 & 29062 of 2023

11.10.2023

//TRUE COPY//
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     IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISIDICTION 

[ORDER XXII RULE 2(2)] 

(Under Article 136 of the Constitution of India) 

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CRIMINAL) NO.      OF 

2023 

(Against the final Order and Judgment dt. 11.10.2023 passed by 

the Hon’ble High Court of Judicature at Madras, in W.P. No. 

29444/2023) 

POSITION OF PARTIES 

VERSUS 

 The Home 

Secretary, 

Home Department, 

Government of 

Tamil Nadu, 

Secretariat, 

Chennai – 600 009 

--   Respondent 

No.1 

Respondent 

No.1 

Name In the Trial 

Court 

In the High 

Court 

In this’Hon'ble 

Court 

R. Dhanalakshmi

W/o Sh. 

Rajarathinam, 

R/o Balaji Garden, 

7th Street, 

Keeranatham, 

Coimbatore– 

641035 

--         Petitioner Petitioner 
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The Secretary, 
Health & Famil 
Welfare Department, 
Government of 
Tamil Nadu, 
Secretariat, 
Chennai – 600 009. 

--   Respondent 

No.2 

Respondent 

No.2 

The Director General 
of Police, 
Head of Police 
Force, 
Government of 
Tamil Nadu, 
Dr.Radhakrishnan 
Salai, 
Mylapore, Chennai – 
600 004. 

-- Respondent 

No.3 

Respondent 

No.3 

The Director General 
of Prisons, 
Department Prisons 
and Correctional 
Services, 
Whannels Road, 
Edmore, 
Chennai – 600 008. 

-- Respondent 

No.4 

Respondent 

No.4 

The District 
Collector, 
Office of the District 
Collector, 
Coimbatore. 

-- Respondent 

No.5 

Respondent 

No.5 

The Commissioner 
of Police, 
Office of the 
Commissioner of 
Police, 
Coimbatore – 641 
018. 

-- Respondent 

No.6 

Respondent 

No.6 
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The Superintendent 
of Prisons, 
Central Prison for 
Men – Coimbatore, 
Coimbatore – 641 
018. 

-- Respondent 

No.7 

Respondent 

No.7 

The Superintendent 
of Prisons, 
District Prison/Sub 
Jail – Tiruppur, 
Tiruppur – 641 602. 

-- Respondent 

No.8 

Respondent 

No.8 

The Inspector of 
Police, 
Saravanampatty 
Police Station, 
Coimbatore City – 
641 035. 

-- Respondent 

No.9 

Respondent 

No.9 

The Inspector of 
Police, 
Kattur Police 
Station, 
Coimbatore City – 
641 044. 

-- Respondent 

No.10 

Respondent 

No.10 

 

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 136 OF THE 

CONSTITUTION OF INDIA, READ WITH ORDER XXII RULE 

2(1) OF THE SUPREME COURT RULES, 2013 AGAINST THE 

FINAL JUDGMENT AND ORDER PASSED BY THE HON’BLE 
HIGH COURT OF MADRAS IN WRIT PETITION NO. 29444 OF 

2023 DATED 11.10.2023 

To, 

 The Hon'ble Chief Justice of India and his companion Justices of 

the Supreme Court of India;  

 The humble petition of Petitioner above named; 

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH: 
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1. The present Special Leave Petition is filed against the final 

Judgment and Order dt. 11.10.2023 (Impugned Order) passed by 

the Hon’ble High Court of Judicature at Madras in Writ Petition 

No. 29444 of 2023, whereby which the Hon’ble High Court 

dismissed the Writ Petition of the Petitioner without considering 

the averments of the Petitioner with respect to custodial violence 

and illegal arrest of the detenu (her son), and without referring to 

any records (both medical and of the detenu’s illegal arrest) 

relevant in the present case, but only on the basis of an 

assumption that since the allegation against the son of the 

Petitioner (detenu) were of grave nature, the Petitioner had made 

bald allegations against the police.  

1A. It is worthy to note that the fact of injuries and the ongoing 

medical treatment of the otherwise healthy 22 year old detenu, 

after the arrest were uncontroverted, however instead of directing 

an inquiry or calling for records, the Hon’ble High Court made 

an unsatisfactory observation that his health was taken care of by 

the police. Further, the Impugned Order clearly shows that the 

Hon’ble High Court has proceeded with a pre-conceived notion 

that the detenu had committed the crime(s) he was accused of, 

running contrary to the basic yet crucial principle of criminal law 

that an accused is innocent until proven guilty (Ei incumbit 

probatio qui dicit, non qui negat). The relevant extract of the 

Impugned Order is produced hereinbelow:  

This petition does not deserve any consideration by this 

Court in view of the fact that the petitioner herein has been 

arrested for involving in a preplanned brutal murder and 

been arrested. For his health condition, already police has 

taken care and he is now admitted in the CMC, 

Coimbatore. Making some bald allegations against the 

police, the writ petition would have been filed 
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considering the gravity of the crime committed by the 

petitioner's son. 

 

2. QUESTIONS OF LAW:- 

 The following questions of the law arise for consideration by this 

Hon’ble Court:  

A. Whether the Hon’ble High Court erred in not taking note of 

the violation of this Hon’ble Court’s guidelines in D.K. Basu 

v. State of W.B., (1997) 1 SCC 416 in the arrest and detention 

of the detenu? 

B. Whether the Hon’ble High Court in the absence of any 

documents/ records was right in concluding the averments of 

the Petitioner as bald allegations against the police?  

C. Whether the Impugned Order is unreasonable when the 

Hon’ble High Court of Bombay in Maaysha Singh D/o. Sudha 

Bharadwaj vs. The State of Maharashtra and another (W.P. 

1958 of 2021) has held that the prisoner’s right to obtain 

medical records is entrenched in Article 21 of the Constitution 

of India? 

D. Whether the Hon’ble High Court passed the Impugned Order 

without considering the landmark decision of this Hon’ble 

Court in Nilabati Behera v. State of Orissa, (1993) 2 SCC 746 

wherein, it was held that convicts, prisoners or undertrials are 

not denuded of their fundamental rights under Article 21, thus 

the duty to care on the part of the State is strict and admits no 

exception? 

E. Whether the Hon’ble High Court proceeded on a pre-

conceived notion against the detenu?  

F. Whether the Hon’ble High Court ignored the fact that the 

police was duty-bound to register the complaint of the 
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Petitioner for custodial violence after receiving the 

representation of Petitioner’s husband dt. 27.09.2023? [Lalita 

Kumari vs. State of Uttar Pradesh (2014) 2 SCC 1; Sindhu 

Janak Nagargoje vs. The State of Maharastra & Ors. 

SLP(Crl) 5883/2023] 

 

3. DECLARATION IN TERMS OF RULE 2(2):-  

Petitioner states that no other Petition seeking leave to appeal has 

been filed against the final judgment and order dated 11.10.2023 

passed by the Hon’ble High Court of Judicature at Madras, in 

W.P. 29444/2023. 

 

4. DECLARATION IN TERMS OF RULE 4:- 

That Annexure P-1 to P-12 produced along with the Special 

Leave Petition are true copies of the pleadings/ documents which 

formed part of the records of the case in the Court below against 

whose order the leave to appeal is sought for in this Petition.  

 

5. GROUNDS:- 

           Leave to Appeal is sought for on the following amongst other 

grounds; the grounds taken herein below are in the alternative 

and without prejudice to one another: 

 

A. BECAUSE the Hon’ble High Court erred in not taking note of 

the serious and grave violation of this Hon’ble Court’s guidelines 

in D.K. Basu v. State of W.B., (1997) 1 SCC 416 in the arrest and 

detention of the detenu.  

i. In order to bring about transparency and accountability, 

certain guidelines were framed by this Hon’ble Court in 
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the case of D.K. Basu(supra). Guidelines laid down by this 

Hon’ble Court are produced below:  

(1) The police personnel carrying out the arrest and 

handling the interrogation of the arrestee should 

bear accurate, visible and clear identification and 

name tags with their designations. The particulars of 

all such police personnel who handle interrogation 

of the arrestee must be recorded in a register. 

 

(2) That the police officer carrying out the arrest 

of the arrestee shall prepare a memo of arrest at 

the time of arrest and such memo shall be 

attested by at least one witness, who may either 

be a member of the family of the arrestee or a 

respectable person of the locality from where the 

arrest is made. It shall also be countersigned by 

the arrestee and shall contain the time and date 

of arrest. 

 

(3) A person who has been arrested or detained and 

is being held in custody in a police station or 

interrogation centre or other lock-up, shall be 

entitled to have one friend or relative or other 

person known to him or having interest in his 

welfare being informed, as soon as practicable, 

that he has been arrested and is being detained 

at the particular place, unless the attesting 

witness of the memo of arrest is himself such a 

friend or a relative of the arrestee. 

 

(4) The time, place of arrest and venue of custody 

of an arrestee must be notified by the police where 

the next friend or relative of the arrestee lives 

outside the district or town through the Legal Aid 

Organisation in the District and the police station of 

the area concerned telegraphically within a period 

of 8 to 12 hours after the arrest. 

 

(5) The person arrested must be made aware of 

this right to have someone informed of his arrest 

or detention as soon as he is put under arrest or 

is detained. 
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(6) An entry must be made in the diary at the place 

of detention regarding the arrest of the person which 

shall also disclose the name of the next friend of the 

person who has been informed of the arrest and the 

names and particulars of the police officials in 

whose custody the arrestee is. 

 

(7) The arrestee should, where he so requests, be 

also examined at the time of his arrest and major and 

minor injuries, if any present on his/her body, must 

be recorded at that time. The “Inspection Memo” 
must be signed both by the arrestee and the police 

officer effecting the arrest and its copy provided to 

the arrestee. 

 

(8) The arrestee should be subjected to medical 

examination by a trained doctor every 48 hours 

during his detention in custody by a doctor on the 

panel of approved doctors appointed by Director, 

Health Services of the State or Union Territory 

concerned. Director, Health Services should prepare 

such a panel for all tehsils and districts as well. 

 

(9) Copies of all the documents including the memo 

of arrest, referred to above, should be sent to the 

Illaqa Magistrate for his record. 

 

(10) The arrestee may be permitted to meet his 

lawyer during interrogation, though not throughout 

the interrogation. 

 

(11) A police control room should be provided at all 

district and State headquarters, where information 

regarding the arrest and the place of custody of the 

arrestee shall be communicated by the officer 

causing the arrest, within 12 hours of effecting the 

arrest and at the police control room it should be 

displayed on a conspicuous notice board. 

 

ii. In the present case however, it is to be noted that the family 

of the detenu were not informed of his arrest by the Police 

nor were provided with any FIR or arrest memo to be 

signed by them. Far from informing about the arrest on 
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16.09.2023, the police sent the Petitioner from one police 

station to the other (Kattur Police Station; Rathinapuri 

Police Station; Saravanampatty Police Station), without 

informing the Petitioner of where the detenu was actually 

being taken or kept. 

iii. In violation of Sec. 57 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 

1973 (CrPC) the detenu was not produced before the 

magistrate within 24 hours of his arrest.  

iv. The illegal detention and arrest are further evident from 

the fact that the Ld. Chief Judicial Magistrate, Coimbatore 

allowed the Petition of the Petitioner (Crl. M.P.No. 42359 

of 2023) made under Section 91 Cr.P.C. for violation of 

various provisions of law by the police in arresting and 

detaining the detenu, namely, Sec. 41(b), 46 and 57 of 

CRPC, which was not even contested by the State. The 

Petitioner requests leave of this Hon’ble Court to place on 

record the Order of the Ld. Magistrate as soon as she 

receives the same.  

v. The case status of the criminal miscellaneous Petition and 

the facts of the case clearly show that the detenu was 

simply picked and detained without any information to his 

family. He was shifted from prison to prison without being 

produced before the Magistrate and finally admitted to 

Tiruppur Government Hospital and then Coimbatore 

Medical College Hospital for medical treatments for 

kidney failure and injuries. However, the Hon’ble High 

Court sidelined all these crucial details and made the 

observations that the averments of the Petitioner were 

merely bald allegations against the police.  
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vi. The observation of the Hon’ble High Court is therefore, 

unreasonable, unjust and unwarranted making the 

Impugned Order untenable in law.  

 

B. BECAUSE the Impugned Order is unreasonable when the 

Hon’ble High Court of Bombay in Maaysha Singh D/o. Sudha 

Bharadwaj vs. The State of Maharashtra and another (W.P. 1958 

of 2021) has held that the prisoner’s right to obtain medical 

records is entrenched in Article 21 of the Constitution of India. 

i. The Hon’ble High Court ignored the fact that the Petitioner 

had made a reasonable request for production of medical 

records of Tiruppur Government Hospital and Coimbatore 

Medical College Hospital.  

ii. The requests were reasonable as the Petitioner is evidently 

not in a healthy state and was even kept in the intensive 

care unit. In such circumstances, it is only reasonable that 

the parents of the detenu, being his natural guardian are 

made aware of the situation and condition of the detenu. 

iii. It is an established position in law that the detenu has his 

right to life intact even if he is detained by the police. He 

is thus, entitled to be provided with his medical records 

and contact one of his guardians with respect to his 

treatment. The relevant excerpt of the judgment of the 

Hon’ble High Court of Bombay in Maaysha Singh D/o. 

Sudha Bharadwaj (supra) are extracted as follows: 

3. In our view prisoners have a right to obtain their 

medical records from the prison Authorities under 

Article 21 of the Constitution of India. In view 

thereof, all the medical records including medicines 

prescribed and the test reports shall be provided to 

the Petitioner on request. In fact, we would go a step 

further and say that this direction should be 

followed by the prison Authorities qua all the 
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prisoners. We also agree that the Petitioner should 

be allowed to make a phone call in the presence of 

a jail official to the approved family member/s after 

any of her visits to the hospital.  

 

iv. Further, amidst the serious allegations of custodial 

violence and the sudden hospitalisation of the otherwise 

healthy 22-year old for severe condition such as kidney 

failure and injuries, the State was only duty bound to 

supply the parents the medical records of the detenu, or at-

least produce the same before the Hon’ble Court.  
 

C. BECAUSE the Hon’ble High Court passed the Impugned Order 

without considering the landmark decision of this Hon’ble Court 

in Nilabati Behera v. State of Orissa, (1993) 2 SCC 746 wherein, 

it was held that convicts, prisoners or undertrials are not denuded 

of their fundamental rights under Article 21, thus the duty to care 

on the part of the State is strict and admits no exception 

i. It is submitted that the duty of the State to care is strict with 

no exceptions. Amidst the serious allegations of custodial 

violence and the uncontroverted fact of the hospitalisation 

of the otherwise healthy 22 year old, detenu for serious and 

sudden damages to his health, duty bounds the State to not 

keep the treatment of the detenu under wraps and provide 

the best and specialised facility for the treatment of the 

detenu.  

ii. It was therefore fit for the Hon’ble High Court to intervene 

in the situation and ensure the rights of the detenu under 

Article 21 are safeguarded in detention.  

 

D. BECAUSE the Hon’ble High Court proceeded on a pre-

conceived notion against the detenu. 
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i. The Hon’ble High Court proceeded with the preconceived 

notion that the detenu had committed the crime alleged and 

therefore, the Petition was filed making bald allegations 

against the police. The pre-conceived notion of the 

Hon’ble High Court is reflected in the Impugned Order, 

relevant portion of which is extracted below:  

Making some bald allegations against the police, 

the writ petition would have been filed 

considering the gravity of the crime committed by 

the petitioner's son. 
 

ii. Thus, it is amply clear that the Hon’ble High Court did not 

take the Petition with the seriousness or concern that it 

warranted, firstly by investigating the allegations of 

custodial violence, secondly, calling for medical records 

of the 22 years old detenu who was suddenly hospitalised 

after arrest and lastly calling for records leading to the 

procedure and arrest of the detenu.  

iii. The Impugned Order runs contrary to the basic yet crucial 

principle of criminal law that an accused is innocent until 

proven guilty (Ei incumbit probatio qui dicit, non qui 

negat). 

 

E. BECAUSE the Hon’ble High Court ignored the fact that the 

police was duty-bound to register the complaint of the Petitioner 

for custodial violence after receiving the representation of 

Petitioner’s husband dt. 27.09.2023. [Lalita Kumari vs. State of 

Uttar Pradesh (2014) 2 SCC 1; Sindhu Janak Nagargoje vs. The 

State of Maharastra & Ors. SLP(Crl) 5883/2023] 

i. This Hon’ble Court in the case of Lalita Kumari (supra) 

laid down guidelines for mandatory registration of FIR in 

cases when the information reveals a cognizable offence. 
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The guidelines as formulated by this Hon’ble Court are 

extracted as follows:  

“120. In view of the aforesaid discussion, we hold: 
120.1. The registration of FIR is mandatory under 

Section 154 of the Code, if the information discloses 

commission of a cognizable offence and no 

preliminary inquiry is permissible in such a 

situation.  

120.2. If the information received does not disclose 

a cognizable offence but indicates the necessity for 

an inquiry, a preliminary inquiry may be conducted 

only to ascertain whether cognizable offence is 

disclosed or not.  

120.3 If the inquiry discloses the commission of a 

cognizable offence, the FIR must be registered. In 

cases where preliminary inquiry ends in closing the 

complaint, a copy of the entry of such closure must 

be supplied to the first informant forthwith and not 

later than one week. It must disclose reasons in brief 

for closing the complaint and not proceeding 

further.  

120.4 The police officer cannot avoid his duty of 

registering offence if cognizable offence is 

disclosed. Action must be taken against erring 

officers who do not register the FIR if information 

received by him discloses a cognizable offence. 

120.5 The scope of preliminary inquiry is not to 

verify the veracity or otherwise of the information 

received but only to ascertain whether the 

information reveals any cognizable offence. 120.6 

As to what type and in which cases preliminary 

inquiry is to be conducted will depend on the facts 

and circumstances of each case. The category of 

cases in which preliminary inquiry may be made are 

as under:  

(a) Matrimonial disputes/ family disputes  

(b) Commercial offences  

(c) Medical negligence cases  

(d) Corruption cases   

(e) Cases where there is abnormal delay/laches in 

initiating criminal prosecution, for example, over 3 

months delay in reporting the matter without 

satisfactorily explaining the reasons for delay. The 

aforesaid are only illustrations and not exhaustive of 
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all conditions which may warrant preliminary 

inquiry.  

120.7 While ensuring and protecting the rights of 

the accused and the complainant, a preliminary 

inquiry should be made time bound and, in any case, 

it should not exceed 7 days. The fact of such delay 

and the causes of it must be reflected in the General 

Diary entry.  

120.8 Since the General Diary/Station Diary/Daily 

Diary is the record of all information received in a 

police station, we direct that all information relating 

to cognizable offences, whether resulting in 

registration of FIR or leading to an inquiry, must be 

mandatorily and meticulously reflected in the said 

Diary and the decision to conduct a preliminary 

inquiry must also be reflected, as mentioned above.” 

 

ii.  It is submitted that the Petitioner and her husband had on 

numerous occasions orally pointed out the offence of 

custodial violence on their son, the detenu. The husband of 

the Petitioner had even made a representation to the police 

and authorities unambiguously stating the fact of custodial 

violence on his son. However, in sheer violation of the 

guidelines of this Hon’ble Court, no FIR/ complaint/ 

inquiry has been undertaken by the concerned officials till 

date.  

iii. The Petitioner also made a representation to the concerned 

authorities including the State/ District oversight bodies 

(SLOC/DLOC) for gathering and preserving the CCTV 

videos/ audios of the arrest of the detenu and his captivity 

from 16.09.2023 to 21.09.2023, in line with the order of 

this Hon’ble Court in Paramvir Singh Saini v. Baljit Singh, 

(2021) 1 SCC 184 so as to assist in establishing the sudden 

hospitalisation of his son young and healthy son, the 

detenu. No reply has been received by the authorities till 

date. 
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iv. Ignoring the blatant violation of the guidelines and lack of 

any formal compliant/ FIR, the Hon’ble High Court has 

committed a grave error by simply terming the averments 

as bald allegations, rendering the Impugned Order unjust, 

untenable and fit to be set-aside by this Hon’ble Court. 
 

 

6. GROUNDS FOR INTERIM RELIEF:- 

 

i. BECAUSE the fact of the ongoing medical treatment of 

the detenu, that is Petitioner’s son is uncontroverted.  

ii. BECAUSE the detenu was a healthy 22 year old youth 

with no history of kidney problems or any other injuries or 

bodily damages, however, right after one week of his arrest 

on 16.09.2023 he had to be hospitalized and was even kept 

in the intensive care unit due to his delicate health.  

iii. BECAUSE the sudden hospitalization after arrest raises 

reasonable suspicions on the police and the Petitioner has 

reasonable doubts on the quality and kind of treatment 

given to her son, moreso, when the treatment is kept under 

a wrap by the police.  

iv. BECAUSE the Petitioner has reasonable apprehensions 

with respect to the health and safety of her son, the detenu. 

v. BECAUSE the balance of convenience lies in favour of 

the Petitioner as she has the life and safety of her 22 year 

old son at stake.  

  

7. MAIN PRAYER:- 

          It is, therefore, humbly prayed that this Hon’ble Court may 

graciously be pleased to:- 
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A. Grant Special Leave to Appeal under Article 136 of the 

Constitution of India against the final Judgment and Order 

dated 11.10.2023 passed by the Hon’ble High Court of 

Judication at Madras in W.P. 29444/2023; and/or  

 

B. Pass such other order and/or directions as this Hon’ble 

Court may deem fit and proper in the facts and 

circumstances of the case. 

 

 

 

8. PRAYER FOR INTERIM RELIEF:-  

It is most respectfully prayed that this Hon'ble Court may 

graciously be pleased to pass the following ad interim directions: 

A. Direct the Respondents to furnish the medical records of 

the detenu from Tiruppur Government Hospital and 

Coimbatore Medical College Hospital to ascertain the 

nature of injuries sustained by the detenu;  

B. Direct medical examination of the detenu by a team of 

medical experts and submit report to this Hon’ble Court 

in a time-bound manner; 

C. Direct the Respondents to shift the detenu from Tamil 

Nadu Government Multi Super Speciality Hospital, 

Omandurar Estate, Chennai or any other multi super 

speciality hospital outside of Coimbatore;  

D. Direct the Respondents to preserve the CCTV footage 

from 16.09.2023 till 21.09.2023 leading to the arrest and 

detention of the detenu; and/or 
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E. Pass any other order and/or directions as this Hon’ble

Court may deem fit and proper in the facts and

circumstances of the case.

AND FOR THIS ACT OF KINDNESS, THE 

PETITIONER AS IN DUTY BOUND SHALL EVER 

PRAY 

PRASANNA S, 

Advocate for the Petitioner 

CC:2919 

Office Address: C-64, IInd Floor, 

Neeti Bagh, New Delhi 110049 

Contact: 8750350762 

Place: New Delhi 

Date:31.10.2023 

THROUGH
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C E R T I F I C A T E 

Certified that the Special Leave Petition is confined only to the 

pleadings before the Court/Tribunal whose order is challenged and 

the other documents relied upon in those proceedings. No 

additional facts, documents or grounds have been taken therein or 

relied upon in the special leave petition. It is further certified that 

the copies of the documents/annexures attached to the special 

leave petition are necessary to answer the question of law raised 

in the petition or to make the grounds urged in the special leave 

petition for consideration of this Hon’ble Court. This certificate 

is given on the basis of the instructions given by the 

petitioners/person authorized by the Petitioner whose affidavit is 

filed in support of this special leave petition. 

FILED BY: 

PRASANNA S. 
Advocate for the Petitioner 

Code: 2919 
NEW DELHI 
FILED ON: 31.10.2023

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA    
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISIDICTION

[ORDER XXII RULE 2(2)] 
(Under Article 136 of the Constitution of India) 

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CRIMINAL) NO.    
(Against the final Order and Judgment dt. 11.10.2023 passed by the 

Hon’ble High Court of Judicature at Madras, in W.P. No. 
29444/2023)

IN THE MATTER:- 
R. Dhanalakshmi ...Petitioner

Versus
The Home Secretary, Home Department
Govt. of Tamil Nadu & Ors. 

...Respondents
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The Home Secretary, Home Department
Govt. of Tamil Nadu & Ors
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//TRUE TRANSLATED COPY//

TAMIL NADU POLICE 

FIRST INFORMATION REPORT 

Under Section 154 Cr.P.C) 

1. District: COIMBATORE CITY  PS:KATTUR   Year:2023 FIR No. 277

Date: 12.09.2023 

2. Act(s) Sections 

INDIAN PENAL CODE 1860 147 

INDIAN PENAL CODE 1860 148 

INDIAN PENAL CODE 1860 294(b) 

INDIAN PENAL CODE  1860 307 

INDIAN PENAL CODE 1860 506(2) 

3. (a) Occurrence of Offence Day:  TUESDAY

Date From:12.09.2023   Date to: 

Time Period     on  Time from: 11.30 Hrs      Time to: 

(b) Information received at PS Date: 12.09.2023  Time: 15.30 Hrs

(c) General Diary Reference :Entry No.(s)

4. Type of Information ORAL Time: 

5. Place of Occurrence (a) Direction and Distance from PS: 1.0 KM WEST

Beat :  2

(b) Address: Near SNV Thirumana Mandapam, Ram Nagar,

  Gandhipuram, Kovai 

(c) In case, outside limit of this Police Station, the name of PS:

ANNEXURE P-1
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     District:  

6. Complainant / Informant (a) Name: NITHISHKUMAR 

    (b) Father’s / Husband’s Name:  THIRUMURUGAN 

    (c) Date / Year of Birth: 2002 

    (d) Nationality : INDIAN 

    (e) Passport No. 

Date of Issue    Place of Issue 

    (f) Occupation: Clerk (OA) 

    

(g) Address: F-304, VOC NAGAR POLICE QUARTERS, SARAVANAMPATTY, 

COIMBATORE 

7. Details of Known / Suspected / Unknown accused with full particulars.  

KOVILPALAYAM RAVI, GERMAN RAKESH AND MORE THAN 6 PERSONS 

8. Reasons for delay in reporting by the complainant / informant 

9. Particulars of properties stolen / involved 

10. Total Value of properties stolen / involved:  

11. Inquest Report / Unnatural death Case No. if any  

12. FIR Contents 

SIR, SUBMITTED.  BEFORE THE JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE-II, KOVAI 

When today at  13.30 Hrs, I, R. Ayyasamy, Sub Inspector of Police, C-1 Kattur 

Police Station  was on duty in the station, as per the information received from 

the OP of CMC Hospital, Kovai, as per the instructions of the Inspector, having 

gone to the CMC Hospital, Kovai, having received IR’s 8906/2023, 8907/2023, 

AR’s 0927529, 0927530, in this, the complaint deposition having obtained from 

Nithiskumar (28) S/o Thirumurugan, who was undergoing treatment, found in IR 

8906/2023, AR 0927529 is as follows. 
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DEPOSITION: 

Nithishkumar (21), S/o Thirumurugan, Door No. F-304, V.O.C Nagar Police 

Quarters, Saravanampatti, Kovai. Place of Enquiry: Kovai CMC Hospital, Kovai, 

dated 12.09.2023. I have been residing in the address No.F-304, V.O.C Police 

Quarters, Saravanampatti, Kovai, along with my father, Thirumurugan, Mother, 

Shailaja and Sister, Bhavana.  I have studied up to X Std. I have not yet been 

married. My father has been running Auto. My younger sister, Bhavana, is 

studying in X Std.  I have been running my own Auto. Woman Harassment Case 

having been filed against me in the Police Station, Saravanampatty, on 

31.08.2023, I was in Central Prison, Kovai, for the past 8 days.  I had come out 

on bail on 09.09.2023. Today, on 12.09.2023, my father having dropped me from 

Auto at 10.30 A.M. in J.M. III Court for my affixing signature. When I  affixed 

my signature in J.M. II, one Meen Karthick of Rathnapuri also signed along with 

me.  Both of us started leaving, after signing,  Since one Mr. Ranjit was there, 

having come for an adjournment in the CJM Court, all the three of us when 

Karthick drove the Scooty bearing Regn. No.TN 66 AD 4239 belonging to 

Karthick, parked outside the Court, myself and Ranjith sat as pillion riders.  We 

left the Court by taking the said vehicle, it sounded as if three persons coming in 

DIO Vehicle have followed us. At once, myself having asked to drive the vehicle 

to the Petrol Bunk near the Court,  when having gone to the Bunk, filled up petrol 

and looked back, the DIO Vehicle was found at certain distance.  Then, we in 

order to go in the Scooter to the house of Ranjit at Rathnapuri,  when we were 

going through Sivasamy Road Cut in Nanjappa Road to near the SNV Thirumana 

Mandapam, Ramnagar, Gandhipuram at about 11.30 A.M., since we were chased 

by Kovilpalayam Ravi and German Rakesh, already known to me, along with 

more than six persons, who can be identified on being seen, since I raised alarm, 

gripped with fear, since Karthi had plowed  up the vehicle,  when myself and 

Ranjit jumped down from the vehicle and ran away, Kovilpalayam Ravi, shouting 
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as “Thayozhigala, get passed away, and came towards me to cut my neck with a 

knife, since I got away in alacrity, I sustained a cut injury on my right shoulder.  

They effected a cut on the physique of Ranjit also with a sickle.  Taken away by 

fear with the blood started oozing and pouring down in drops, we started running 

towards Ramar Temple. Then, we ran into and got ourselves into a nearby  hidden 

building. When the neighbors started getting assembled, they fled away towards 

Ramnagar speedily in the two wheeler in which they came. Had we not been 

agile, persons numbering more than six who accompanied Kovilpalayam Ravi 

would have murdered us. On seeing Ranjit, they had caused blood injury in his 

left hand. Immediately, Having informed my father over phone immediately, I 

went to the hospital along with my father.  Ranjit came to the hospital in 108 

Ambulance. When you, Kattur Police had come and enquired, I gave a complaint 

deposition to take appropriate action against the said Kovilpalayam Ravi, German 

Rakesh and persons numbering more than six who can be identified on being seen 

for their having caused blood injuries by cutting us with knife and sickle and 

attempted to murder us and who had escaped. You had read over the complaint 

deposition given by me. It was found to be correctly written as I had told.  (Sd) 

Nithishkumar.  Having recorded the complaint deposition given by 

Nithishkumar, having come to the station and sent information to the higher 

officers, a case was registered, as per orders, at 15.30 Hrs in C-1 Kattur Police 

Station Crime No. 277/2023 under sections 147, 148, 294(b), 307, 506(ii) IPC. 

Along with the original of this FIR, enclosing the complaint of the complainant, 

I had sent to the Hon’ble Judicial Magistrate Court No.II, Kovai and other copies 

to the concerned higher officers respectively. A copy if placed for reference of 

Tmt. G. Palaniammal, Inspector of Police, for investigation.   

13. Action Taken : Since the above report reveals commission of offence(s) u/s 

as mentioned in Item No.2, registered the case and took up the investigation.  
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FIR read over to the Complainant / Informant, admitted to be correctly recorded 

and a copy given to the Complainant / informant free of cost 

14. Signature / Thumb impression Signature of the Officer 

of the Complainant / informant in-charge, Police Station 

Name: Ayyasamy 

15. Date & Time of Despatch Rank: Sub Inspector of 

To the J.M. No.II Court : Police  

Kovai on 12.09.2023

//TRUE TRANSLATED COPY// 
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Tamil Nadu Prnlice 

Details of Arrested Persons ) 
VENKAT RAMAN [ 9043442023] View Count: 3 

District/City: COIMBATORE CITY Police Station: KATTUR Date: 19/09/2023 Total: 5

S.No.j 
Name, Age & 

Parentage 
Address 

Crime
• Number'

Section of Law

2 

3 

I JAYAKUMAR (22), 
\ (S/o) 
: RAJARATHINAM 

BALAJI NAGAR, 7TH 
STREET, KAPPY KADAI 
BUS STOP, 
SARAVANAMPATTY, 
COIMBATORE 

: 147, 148,294(b),307,506(2) - IPC 
· 277/2023.@ \� -1208, 147, 148,294(b),307,506(2)

- IPC

VASANTHAKUMAR; ;�::::�y:����ATTY, •(23), (S/o) i VEELANAICKANPATTY : 285/2023: 75(1 )(c) - TNCP ACT
, BALAMURUGAN ' ' • 

! DINGUL
' KRISHNAKUMAR 
(24), (S/o) 
KANNAN 

D.NO.10 A,SANGANOOR;
MAIN ROAD, LENIN 
NAGAR, GANAPATHY,

[ COIMBATORE 
: 286/2023 • 75(1 )(c) - TNCP ACT

4 ! KANNAN (26), D.NO.8/7, SOUTH
STREET, NALUMV�DI, : 286/2023' 75(1 )(c) - TNCP ACT 
THOOTHUKUDI; (S/o} VELUSAMY 
D.NO.1/37,
V.A.O.COLONY,
MANAVIDUTHI,
PUDUKOTTAI
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE COURT NO. 2 

COIMBATORE 

C.M.P No.        / 2023 

R.Dhanalakshmi (Age 39)

W/o Rajarathnam 

Balaji Garden 7th Street 

Opp: Vinayagar Koil 

Keeranatham,  Coimbatore 641 035 

Telephone No.9514807077 Petitioner / 3rd party 

Vs 

The Inspector of Police 

C1 Kattur Police Station 

Coimbatore 

Crime No. 277/2023 Respondent 

PETITION FILED ON THE SIDE OF PETITIONER UNDER 

SECTION 91 Cr.P.C. 

Sir 

I have been residing in the aforesaid address.  I have been doing 

business running a Petty Shop in Keeranatham. I have been doing 

business by running a fish shop on Sundays in all the weeks. My 

ANNEXURE P-4
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husband has been of assistance to me. I have got two Sons. My 

elder Son Jayakumar (Age 22) having studied XII Std, is presently 

working as Driver in the Red Taxi Car belonging to one Mr. 

Murugan of Vilangurichi. (Vehicle No. TN 34 AZ 8841). There is no 

criminal case against my Son. He was living by working as a 

responsible Driver.  

While so, on the morning of  16.09.2023 he left the house at 5.00 

A.M. with the Red Tax  for driving the same. While so, at about 

5.30 P.M on that day, the said Murugan, owner of the car in which 

my Son is working as a driver, having contacted me over phone, 

and asked me whether my Son had come to the house and stating 

that himself and my Son are to be enquired, and asked him to 

identify my Son. Thereafter, I had identified him in a place known 

as Thanneerpandhal. Thereafter, having told that they would be 

taking to the Saravanampatti Police Station, they took your son. 

They told that he would be released soon after enquiry. Hew asked 

me whether my Son had come with the car. I, having been 

shocked, told him that my Son had not yet come home and I shall 

go and see him at Saravanampatty Police Station, myself and my 

husband having gone to the Saravanampatty Police station at 

about 6.00 A.M and enquired there about my Son. At that time the 

Constables there asked me to wait. Within a short time of our 

having gone there, the owner of the car being driven by my Son 

had come there.  

While so, at about 8.15 Hrs, Murugan, my Husband and myself, 

had come to a tea shop called Ragam Bakery located near the 
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check post for taking tea. At that time,near the aforesaid check 

post, my Son and one Janardhan, Red Taxi Driver,  who is the 

school mate of my Son, the constables attired in civil dress having 

shifted them from one car to another car, the said car carrying my 

son and the said Janardhan had gone in the road going towards 

Gandhipuram area.  

Thereafter, hoping that they would again come to Saravanampatty 

Police Station, we have waited up to 11.00 P.M.  The constables 

present there sent us home by asking us to come in the morning. 

Then, on the next day, at 11.00 A.M we had again gone to 

Saravanampatty Police Station. At that time, on 12.09.2023, my 

Son is being suspected by connecting him with a riot that took 

place on 12.09.2023 in Ramnagar Area, Kattur, it came to be 

known that the persons connected with that case, were being 

remanded by implicating them in other cases. In that bid, the said 

Janardhan, school mate of my Son had been booked under 

Cannabis Case and was preparing to remand him. I asked them as 

to where is my son as they remand Janardhan. The constables 

there stated that my Son Jayakumar is not there. I had waited.  

Even after 8.00 P.M on that day, my Son Jayakumar was not 

brought to Saravanampatty Police Station. Then, after 8.00 P.M 

when I had again asked the constables, they said there is chance 

for my Son being in Rathnapury Police Station, and we can go 

there and see. Immediately, when myself and my husband had 

gone to Rathnapuri police station at 8.30 P.M and enquired about 

my son, it came to be known that my Son is not there too. Then, 

62



 

 

myself and my husband had gone to Kattur police station in 

Gandhipuram at about 9.00 P.M and enquired about my Son.  But  

they told me that my Son is not even there.  

In these circumstances, at about 7.25 A.M on 18.09.2023, having 

called the Emergency Police Assistance No.100 through my 

husband’s cell phone No.98433 24785 and told that my Son had 

been kept by police in illegal custody for the past 3 days  from 

16.09.2023 and lodged a complaint for redeeming my Son. Within 

30 minutes from the lodgment of the said complaint, my husband 

having been called in his cell phone from Kovilpalayam police 

station, my Son Jayakuram is in the Kattur Police Station, 

Gnadhipuram and we can go there and see him. Myself and my 

husband went to Kattur Police Station, Gandhipuram by 10.15 A.M.  

I was accompanied by brother in law Thiyagarajan (brother of my 

husband). At that time, the woman inspector of police, having 

called us and taken us to the interior room, had shown my Son. 

There, about 8 Constables were examining my Son. When my Son 

was seen, he looked with thin cheeks, sustaining wounds in his lips 

and jaw. At that time, a constable there, asked me whether my 

Son had revealed any truth in connection with the fighting that 

took place at Ram Nagar.  I told them that when my Son was 

standing in Gandhipuram to pick up a customer who had booked 

his tax, that incident took place. Thereafter, they sent us out. 

Again, they asked us to come at 2.00 P.M. Myself and my husband 

have again gone to the police station. When we went and saw 

there, my son was not there. They told us to have taken him 

somewhere outside. Again, when we went to the police station at 
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Kattur at about 10.00 A.M. on 19.09.2023 and asked about my 

Son, the woman constable told that my Son was not there and I 

can come in the evening and see. Myself and my husband waited in 

front of the said police station till 10.00 P.M. But they did not bring 

my Son. Then, we left for home.  

Thereafter, we went to the kattur police station at 10.00 A.M. on 

the next day 20.09.2023. My husband enquired about my Son to 

the constables there. The constables told that my Son was not 

there.  My Son, who was arrested on 16.09.2023 has not been 

remanded till date. My husband, having complained that my Son 

was not produced before the court as well, thinking meeting an 

Advocate we can give petition in this regard, we came to the court.  

In these circumstances, on that day at about 12 Noon, a constable 

from Kattur police station having called, and told that my son was 

about to be remanded and asked us to come to the police station 

bringing the Aadhar Card of my Son. Following this, we went to 

Kattur Police Station. At that time also, my son could not been 

seen. He was kept inside the police station. Then, at about 5.30 

P.M they brought my Son from the police station for remanding 

him. At that time, by son Jayakumar being not able to walk on his 

own, he  faltered the distance with the help of a handle bar inside 

the police station and got into the jeep. They told us to wait in the 

central jail, Kovai with alternative dress for my Son. Then, at about 

7.00 P.M. my Son having been subjected to judicial custody, they 

brought my Son to the jail for putting him behind the bars.  My son 

was sitting in the call taxi.  At that time my son wept and wailed 
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saying that having taken him to various places from 16.09.2023 to 

20.09.2023, the police personnel had manhandled and incarcerated 

him. Hearing that, myself and my husband also wept. Thereafter, 

having got my son down from the tax, having forced him to walk 

which he could not, they took him. At that time, my son faltered 

and limped on the floor. Myself and my husband waited at the 

entrance of the prison. Within a short time, my Son wept and told 

that he had been shifted to Thirupur Jail and asked us to make an 

application for coming there to see him.  

On the next day i.e 21.09.2023 myself and my husband having 

submitted an application to Thirupur Jail at about 1.00 P.M. and 

saw our son. At that time, seeing my Son wept and wailed aloud 

the police personnel pressurized him to tell the truth in regard to 

the riot at Ramnagar for 4 days i.e from 16.09.2023 to 20.09.203, 

till he was remanded, my son had told them that really he was not 

aware of that incident, consequently the police having covered his 

eyes and taken him to various places and having taken him to a 

separate room, and the police tortured my son by their standing on 

his forcibly widened legs and also had incarcerated him by effecting 

blows on his palm by rubber pipe forcibly and speedily, and injured 

by effecting blows with Lathi, further one police had heavily beaten  

with a log in my Son’s left Allai, and had kicked his stomach with 

shoed leg, further he was tortured by not permitting him even not 

to pass urine, further he was given only half liter water for 

consumption, having tied his eyes for a whole day, by plugging his 

mouth with cloth and my Son told that he was thus tortured in 

several says and he burst into tears. Further because of the since 
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the occasional tortures resulting in the swelling of wounds 

sustained by my Son, he was sprayed with pain reliever and then 

again incarcerated him. Similarly the police effected forcible fisting 

on my son’s head which made him suffer writhing pain. Further, 

lifting up his dhoti , my son showed the injuries sustained in his 

thigh. My son having told my husband that due to the tortures 

inflicted on his, there is swelling in his penis, my son wept aloud.  

My son wept and wailed saying that he could not normally pass 

urine, and if he exerts force in passing urin, blood comes along 

with rune, there is writhing pain all over his body and he could not 

bear the plight and he is experience hell on earth. Further, my Son 

asked me to get him pain killer medicine for applying in his 

physique. Having bought and given him pain killer, we returned 

home.  

On the next day 22.09.2023 when myself and my husband were 

going to Thirupur for again seeing my Son, a police constable from 

Thirupur jail having called my cell phone, because of the critical 

condition of the injuries found in the physique of my son, my son 

was taken to the government hospital in Tiruppur and told us to 

come there. Following this, when we went to Thirupur government 

hospital and saw at about 3.00 P.M. they provided treatment to my 

Son. They told that they were providing treatment for the inability 

of my son to pass urine. At that time, seeing us, my Son wept. 

Telling us that his kidneys would have been affected because of the 

blows effected on his hip with rolling pin, he wept aloud. My 

husband stayed in the night at the Tirupur Hospital so as to be of 

assistance to my son. In these circumstances, since the condition 
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of my son hd worsened, he was shifted to ECU. My Son was kept in 

ECU for one full day. Since there was no progress in the condition 

of my son, he was shifted to the Coimbatore Medical College 

Hospital for further treatment.  

The Doctors who examined my Son in the Coimbatore Medical 

College Hospital, told us that both the kidneys of my son are 

affected and hence he has been put on Dialysis and my son has 

been battling for his life.  

My Son is only a youth aged only 22 years enjoying sound health. 

My son never suffered from any physical infirmity. The Coimbatore 

police personnel having brutally assaulted my Son ever since 

16.09.2023 and had very badly incarcerated him and has now 

pushed my son to the pathetic condition of battling for his very life. 

It is only the brutal assault, violating all human rights, effected by 

the police personnel attached to the Coimbatore police station is 

the solitary reason for the present pathetic physical condition of my 

Son. The blatant violation of human rights reflected in the inhuman 

attack by the police personnel against law and justice and on 

account of incarcerations inflicted on my Son, it is imperative that 

you ought to intervene and take appropriate action against the 

police personnel for all their inhuman acts dilated above.  

Further to show that in connection with the illegal custody to which 

my son was subjected  and in connection with the tortures inflicted 

on my son, there was violation of the provisions of Sections 41b, 

46(4) and 57 of Cr.P.C and in connection with the severe 

incarceration caused to my son, in order to safeguard all the 
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recordings contained in all the CCTV Cameras for the  period from 

16.09.203 and  20.09.2023 and for entrustment of one copy of 

such recordings to this Hon’ble Court, it is imperative that a 

suitable action is passed by this Hon’ble court. As had been 

observed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of Paramvir 

Singh Sainni V Balaji Singh (2021) 1 SCC 184, there is every right 

for safeguarding the aforesaid documents  by the Hon’ble Court. I 

pray that your goodself shall pass suitable order in that behalf.  

Yours truly 

(Sd) R. Dhanalakshmi 

//TRUE TRANSLATED COPY// 
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//TRUE TRANSLATED COPY// 

Sender: 

R. Dhanalakshmi Age (39)

Rajarathnam Balaji Garden Seventh Road Vinayagar Temple Opt

Keeranatham Coimbatore .pin 641055

Phone No. 9514807077

Recipient: 

CM Tirupur Government Hospital 

Tirupur  

Object: Application seeking copies of medical records of my son 

Jayakumar  

Sir: 

     I am living at the above address my elder son Jayakumar Kattur 

Police Station Crime No. 277/2023 Arrested and remanded in judicial 

custody on 22/9/2023 admitted as an inpatient in their hospital. My son 

Jayakumar was subjected to torture in police station custody He was 

treated in their hospital on 22/9/2023 for severe injuries and failure of 

both ureters, now I have decided to arrange further treatment for my son 

as his condition is very bad. So I urgently need the copy of the medical 

records of my son for the treatment given in their hospital on 22/9/2023 

please kindly help me immediately. 

///TRUE TRANSLATED COPY// 

ANNEXURE P-7
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//TRUE TRANSLATED COPY// 

Date; 4/10/2023 

Sender: 

R. Dhanalakshmi Age (39)

Rajarathnam Balaji Garden Seventh Road Vinayagar Temple Opposite

Keeranatham Coimbatore. Pin (641055)

Phone No. 9514807077

Recipient: 

CM Coimbator Medical College Hospital

Coimbatore   

Object: Application seeking copies of medical records of my son 

Jayakumar  

Sir: 

     I am living at the above address my elder son Jayakumar Kattur 

Police Station Crime No. 277/2023 Arrested and remanded in judicial 

custody on 22/9/2023 admitted as an inpatient in their hospital. My son 

Jayakumar was subjected to torture in police station custody He was 

treated in their hospital on 22/9/2023 for severe injuries and failure of 

both ureters, now I have decided to arrange further treatment for my son 

as his condition is very bad. So I urgently need the copy of the medical 

records of my son for the treatment given in their hospital on 22/9/2023 

please kindly help me immediately. 

Date; 4/10/2023 

//TRUE TRANSLATED COPY// 

ANNEXURE P-8
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS 

(Special Original Jurisdiction) 

   of 2023     W.P. (Crl) No.   29444 

R. Dhanalakshmi (F- 40 years)

W/o. Rajarathinam

Balaji Garden, 7th Street,

Keeranatham,

Coimbatore – 641 035.

…Petitioner 

-Vs-

1. The Home Secretary,

Home Department,

Govt. of Tamil Nadu,

Secretariat,

Chennai – 600 009.

2. The Secretary,

Health & Family Welfare Department,

Govt. of Tamil Nadu,

Secretariat,

Chennai – 600 009.

3. The Director General of Police,

Head of Police Force,

Govt. of Tamil Nadu,

Dr. Radhakrishnan Salai,

Mylapore, Chennai - 600 004.

4. The Director General of Prisons,

Department Prisons and Correctional Services,

Whannels Road, Egmore,

Chennai - 600 008.

5. The District Collector,

Office of the District Collector,

ANNEXURE P-9
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Coimbatore – 641 018. 

 

6. The Commissioner of Police, 

Office of the Commissioner of Police, 

Coimbatore – 641 018. 

 

7. The Superintendent of Prisons, 

Central Prison for Men - Coimbatore, 

Coimbatore - 641 018. 

 

8. The Superintendent of Prisons, 

District Prison/ Sub Jail – Tiruppur, 

Tiruppur – 641 602. 

 

9. The Inspector of Police, 

Saravanampatty Police Station, 

Coimbatore City – 641 035. 

 

10. The Inspector of Police, 

Kattur Police Station, 

Coimbatore City – 641 044.     … Respondents  

 

 

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE 

CONSTITUTION OF INDIA 

 

1. The Petitioner is R. Dhanalakshmi, aged 40 years, wife of 

Rajarathinam, residing at Balaji Garden, 7th Street, Keeranatham, 

Coimbatore – 641 035. The address of the Petitioner for service of all 

notices is that of her counsels M/s.Sudha Ramalingam, D.Ramalingam, 

Akila R S, P Vijayakanth, V Kiruthiga, R Ravindra, E Ananthi and 

Mohan Raj, Advocates, 269 Law Chambers, Madras High Court, 

Chennai – 600 104.  
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2. The 1st Respondent is the Home Secretary, Home Department, Govt. 

of Tamil Nadu, Secretariat, Chennai – 600 009. The 2nd Respondent is 

The Secretary, Health & Family Welfare Department, Govt. of Tamil 

Nadu, Secretariat, Chennai – 600 009. The 3rd Respondent is The 

Director General of Police, Head of Police Force, Govt. of Tamil Nadu, 

Dr. Radhakrishnan Salai, Mylapore, Chennai - 600 004. The 4th 

Respondent is the Director General of Prisons, Department Prisons and 

Correctional Services, Whannels Road, Egmore, Chennai - 600 008. 

The 5th Respondent is The District Collector, Office of the District 

Collector, Coimbatore – 641 018. The 6th Respondent is The 

Commissioner of Police, Office of the Commissioner of Police, 

Coimbatore – 641 018. The 7th Respondent is The Superintendent of 

Prisons, Central Prison for Men - Coimbatore, Coimbatore - 641 018. 

The 8th Respondent is The Superintendent of Prisons, District Prison/ 

Sub Jail – Tiruppur, Tiruppur – 641 602. The 9th Respondent is The 

Inspector of Police, Saravanampatty Police Station, Coimbatore City – 

641 035. The 10th Respondent is The Inspector of Police, Kattur Police 

Station, Coimbatore City – 641 044. The address for the Respondents 

for service of all notices and summons is the same as above.  

 

3. For the reasons stated in the accompanying affidavit, the Petitioner 

prays that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to issue a WRIT OF 

MANDAMUS or any other appropriate writ, order, or direction in the 

nature of Writ directing the Respondents to provide appropriate medical 

care to the Petitioner’s son Jayakumar detained in Crime No.277/2023 

on the file of Kattur Police Station, direct judicial enquiry into the 
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incident of illegal police custody and custodial torture perpetrated by 

the Respondent police against the detenu Jayakumar and take 

appropriate action against the perpetrators who committed custodial 

torture and also award compensation to the detenu for violation of his 

fundamental rights, and to pass such further or other orders as this 

Hon’ble High Court may deem fit and proper to the facts and 

circumstances to this case and thus render justice. 

 

Dated at Chennai on this the 5th day of October 2023 

 

 

Counsel for the Petitioner
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1 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS 

(Special Original Jurisdiction) 

of 2023 

in 

W.M.P.No.29060-62 

   of 2023 

R. Dhanalakshmi (F- 40 years)

W/o. Rajarathinam

Balaji Garden, 7th Street,

Keeranatham,

Coimbatore – 641 035.

…Petitioner/ Petitioner 

-Vs-

1. The Home Secretary,

Home Department,

Govt. of Tamil Nadu,

Secretariat,

Chennai – 600 009.

2. The Secretary,

Health & Family Welfare Department,

Govt. of Tamil Nadu,

Secretariat,

Chennai – 600 009.

3. The Director General of Police,

Head of Police Force,

Govt. of Tamil Nadu,

Dr. Radhakrishnan Salai,

Mylapore, Chennai - 600 004.

4. The Director General of Prisons,

Department Prisons and Correctional Services,

Whannels Road, Egmore,

Chennai - 600 008.

5. The District Collector,

29444W.P. NO.
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Office of the District Collector,  

Coimbatore – 641 018. 

 

6. The Commissioner of Police, 

Office of the Commissioner of Police, 

Coimbatore – 641 018. 

 

7. The Superintendent of Prisons, 

Central Prison for Men - Coimbatore, 

Coimbatore - 641 018. 

 

8. The Superintendent of Prisons, 

District Prison/ Sub Jail – Tiruppur, 

Tiruppur – 641 602. 

 

9. The Inspector of Police, 

Saravanampatty Police Station, 

Coimbatore City – 641 035. 

 

10. The Inspector of Police, 

Kattur Police Station, 

Coimbatore City – 641 044.   … Respondents/Respondents  

 

 

COMMON AFFIDAVIT FILED BY THE PETITIONER 

 

I, R. Dhanalakshmi wife of Rajarathinam, Hindu aged about 40 

years, residing at Balaji Garden, 7th Street, Keeranatham, Coimbatore – 

641 035, having come down to Chennai temporarily, do hereby 

solemnly affirm and sincerely state as follows: 

 

1. I am the Petitioner herein and as such I am well acquainted with 

the facts of the case. I am filing this affidavit based on my 

personal knowledge of the circumstances of the case.  
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2. I submit that I am the mother of two sons namely Jayakumar aged 

22 years, and Kishore Kumar aged 19 years respectively. My 

husband Rajarathinam is a heart patient suffering from coronary 

artery disease. Myself and my husband with the help of our two 

sons run a small shop in our locality and also sell fish during the 

weekends for our living. My elder son Jayakumar is a driver and 

presently he drives the car belonging to one Murugan who is 

attached with Red Taxi. My younger son Kishore Kumar owns 

an auto and undertakes school trips to drop physically challenged 

children at school, and also sells soup on the roadside apart from 

helping us in our shop. Neither of my sons Jayakumar or Kishore 

Kumar have any history of criminal cases against them.   

 

3. I submit that, on 16.09.2023, my eldest son Jayakumar went to 

work and we received a call from his car owner Murugan in the 

evening asking whether our son Jayakumar had returned home. 

We replied to him in the negative. Subsequently, he informed us 

that the police had asked him to identify my son Jayakumar and 

he had identified him to the police at Thaneer Panthal near 

Peelamedu in Coimbatore.  Murugan informed us at 5.30 p.m. 

that the police had stated to him that they were taking Jayakumar 

along with the car to Saravanampatty Police Station and after 

enquiry, the police would allow him to return. Hearing this, we 

rushed to the Saravanampatty Police Station at around 6 p.m. 
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where we enquired about our son and we were asked to wait. In 

the meantime Mr. Murugan also waited at the police station with 

us. 

 

4. I submit that, after waiting for some time in the police station, 

myself, my husband, and Mr. Murugan came near the Check post 

at Ragam Bakery to have tea around 8.15 p.m. Near the 

Checkpost, we witnessed our son Jayakumar along with his 

school friend and fellow Red Taxi driver Jenarthanan being 

moved from one car to another car by policemen who were in 

plainclothes. The car immediately left the place towards 

Gandhipuram. 

 

5. I submit that, my husband and I waited at the Saravanampatty 

Police Station till about 11 p.m. expecting that my son will be 

brought back to the Police Station. But he did not return and we 

were asked by the police officers to come back the following 

morning. We came back to the Saravanampatty Police Station the 

following morning, as directed by the police officers. We waited 

at the police station from morning till night. While we were 

waiting at the police station, we came to know that a crime had 

occurred at Kattur Ramnagar on 12.09.2023, and the police 

suspected my son’s involvement in this incident. We learnt that 

persons suspected of involvement in the crime were being 

booked under other cases and Janarthanan was being remanded 

for offences under NDPS. I asked the police, while they were 
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getting ready to remand Janarthanan, where my son was. The 

police replied stating that our son Jayakumar was not with them 

and I waited till 8 p.m. Subsequently, I asked the police about my 

son’s whereabouts and we were informed that my son could be 

at Rathinapuri Police Station. Immediately, around 8:30 p.m, my 

husband and I rushed to the Rathinapuri Police Station only to be 

informed that our son was not there, Subsequently, we went by 9 

p.m. to the Kattur Police Station and on enquiry there, we were 

informed that our son was not there either. 

 

6. I submit that, on 18.09.2023 in the morning, since we were still 

kept in the dark about the whereabouts of our son, we called the 

police emergency Number 100 from my husband’s mobile No: 

98433 24785 and informed the police operator that our son was 

kept in illegal custody for three days and sought their assistance 

to rescue him. After 30 minutes of our complaint, we received a 

phone call from the Kovilpalayam police stating that our son was 

at the Kattur Police Station at Gandhipuram, Coimbatore. We 

immediately rushed to the Kattur Police Station at 10:15 a.m. We 

met the woman inspector at Kattur Police Station and she showed 

that our son was detained in a room surrounded by about eight 

police personnel and he was being interrogated. I could see that 

my son had injuries on his face, particularly on his cheeks, lips 

and jaw. We were not allowed to meet or speak with our son. We 

were asked to leave and come to the station by 2 p.m. When we 

visited the station again at 2 p.m., our son was not at the police 

85



6 

 

station. The police officers informed us that our son had been 

taken somewhere else.  

 

7. I submit that, on the next day, on 19.09.2023, myself and my 

husband visited the Kattur police station. The Lady Inspector 

informed us that our son was not in the station and asked us to 

come in the evening. My husband and I waited at the police 

station till 10 p.m. but our son was not brought to the police 

station, hence we returned back home. 

 

8. I submit that on 20.09.2023, we again visited the Kattur Police 

station in the morning and were told that our son was not in the 

police station. My husband spoke to the police regarding our son 

being arrested on 16.09.2023 and having been kept in illegal 

custody without remanding him by producing him before the 

Judicial Magistrate and we left to the court to meet an Advocate 

to seek advice on redressal of this issue. Around noon, on 

20.09.2023, police personnel called and informed us that our son 

was to be remanded and asked us to bring his Aadhar Card. 

However, we were not allowed to meet him in the police station 

when we reached there and hence, we waited outside the station. 

At about 5:30 p.m, our son was brought out from the police 

station to be remanded. We were pained to observe that our son 

Jayakumar could not walk due to the custodial violence / torture 

meted out against him. He was holding on to the railing in the 

police station and slowly limped towards the police jeep. We 
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were informed by the police to wait in the Central Prison with 

necessary change of clothes for our son for him to use after 

remand. Our son was brought to the Central Prison at Coimbatore 

in the car which he used to drive. It was then that I had a few 

moments to meet and speak to my son who was sitting inside the 

cab (car). My son cried and revealed to me that the police had 

taken him to various places and had subjected him to severe 

torture. Upon seeing me talking to my son, the police took him 

away from the car and asked him to walk into the prison. My 

husband and I witnessed my son having trouble walking due to 

the custodial torture meted out against him. My son went inside 

the Coimbatore Central Prison while, we waited outside. My son 

was brought outside the prison in a short while and he informed 

me that he was being shifted to the Tiruppur Prison. He informed 

me that he was in severe pain and asked my husband and me to 

come and meet him at Tiruppur jail. 

 

9. I submit that on the following day 21.09.2023, myself and my 

husband at about 1 p.m. applied for prisoner interview and met 

our son at the Tiruppur prison. He tearfully narrated to us that the 

police had taken him to various places blindfolding his eyes. He 

told us that the police had kept him in a separate room. He stated 

that the police had spread his legs and standing on his legs, beat 

him on his legs and feet with rubber pipes and lathis. He further 

shared with us that the police had also beaten him with a wooden 

log in the hip region, and kicked him with shoes on his stomach. 
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They had not even allowed him to urinate and tortured him. The 

police only gave him half a liter of water per day and for an entire 

day, he was blindfolded and his mouth was tied shut with a cloth. 

Due to the constant torture he had been subjected to, he had 

swelling all over his body and severe pain. The police used a 

painkiller spray and continued their torture, continuing to keep 

him in illegal custody. He also informed us that the police had 

severely beaten him on his head, and he showed us blood clots 

on his thighs. My son also informed my husband and cried that 

his male reproductive organ was swollen as a result of the torture. 

He also informed us that he had trouble urinating and when he 

urinates, his urine contained blood. He cried to us that he was in 

unbearable amounts of pain and wanted us to buy medicine for 

him. I bought him some ointment for pain and we returned home. 

 

10. I submit that on 22.09.2023, my husband and I started to the 

Tiruppur prison to meet our son but we received a call from the 

prison officials. They said that due to the severe injuries, our 

son’s health was deteriorating and that he was being taken to the 

Government Hospital, Tiruppur. He was under treatment therein 

and we were informed that he was having difficulty to urinate 

and that his kidneys were not functioning. My son’s health 

condition started to worsen and he was immediately shifted to the 

Intensive Care Unit. Our son was kept in the ICU for a day and 

then as his condition did not improve, on 23.09.2023, he was 

shifted to the Coimbatore Medical College Hospital.  
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11. I further submit that, the doctors at the Coimbatore Medical 

College Hospital informed us that both the kidneys of our son 

had failed, and that he was undergoing dialysis. I was informed 

that my son’s health condition is serious. They have refused to 

share any further details regarding his medical condition or 

treatment due to undue pressure exercised by the police/prison 

authorities. Our repeated oral requests regarding information and 

status of his medical condition to the police and prison authorities 

have also been met with silence.  

 

12. I state that my son was a hale and healthy 22-year-old. His 

medical condition which includes failure of his kidneys and other 

injuries is due to inhuman custodial torture that he was subjected 

to whilst he was in illegal police custody.  

 
 

13. I submit that on 27.09.2023, my husband sent representations to 

the State Level Oversight Committee (SLOC) and the District 

Level Oversight Committee DLOC, and to the Respondents - the 

Inspector of Police, Kattur and Saravanampatti Police Stations 

herein seeking to retrieve, preserve and also provide us a copy of 

the CCTV footage of all the CCTV cameras of the Kattur and 

Saravanampatty Police Stations from 16.09.2023 (10 a.m.) to 

21.09.2023 (10 p.m.) in compliance to the order of the Hon’ble 

Supreme Court in Paramvir Singh vs Baljit Singh in SLP (Crl.) 

No. 3543 of 2020 dated 02.12.2020. In addition, he also sought 
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for prompt action against perpetrators who committed torture and 

injured our son. Till today, we have not received any CCTV 

footage and no FIR has been registered for the case of torture in 

police illegal custody. Since no FIR has been registered, we are 

unable to seek remedial schemes available for victims including 

free medical assistance under Section 357A(6) of Cr.P.C.. 

 

14. I submit that, I filed a petition before the learned Judicial 

Magistrate Court No.2, Coimbatore in Crl. M.P.No. 42359 of 

2023 under Section 91 Cr.P.C. seeking to preserve the CCTV 

footage of the Respondent police stations and the violation of 

section 41(b), 46(4) and 57 of Cr.P.C. The petition was allowed 

by the Court on 26.09.2023, however, till date, we are waiting for 

the copy of the order from the Court.   

 

15. I submit that the Respondent Kattur police had foisted a false 

case and fabricated FIR against my son and he is presently 

remanded under judicial custody in Crime No. 277 of 2023 on 

the file of the Kattur Police Station of the Coimbatore City Police 

for offences under sections 120(b), 147, 148, 294(b), 307, 506(2) 

of IPC. It is also learnt that the police had altered the FIR and had 

included section 120(b) with this FIR in Crime No.277 of 2023, 

in the file of the Kattur Police Station, Coimbatore City.  

 

16. I submit that my son has been subjected to this very gruesome 

torture by the police while in police custody and this has resulted 
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in serious injuries including kidney failure to the extent that a 

young 22-year-old with no history of medical issues has been 

constrained to undergo dialysis. My husband and I have been 

kept in the dark about his whereabouts and his condition it is only 

in short sessions at the Coimbatore Prison and later while in 

Tiruppur prison that we were able to get some details of the 

custodial torture from him. My son has never been involved in 

any criminal cases. He is a law-abiding person. 

 

17. I have been advised to state that a careful perusal of the CCTV 

footage of the cameras inside and outside the Saravanampatti and 

Kattur police stations, as well as those at the entrance of the 

Coimbatore Central Prison and Tiruppur Prison will reveal the 

truth as to the torture inflicted on my son and the injuries suffered 

by him. I am further advised to state that the admission records 

of the prisons, medical records maintained by the prison hospitals 

of Coimbatore Central Prison and the Tirupur Prison and medical 

examination carried out before my son was formally remanded 

to judicial custody before the Judicial Magistrate No III, 

Coimbatore and the report of the remand duty counsel at the 

Coimbatore Judicial Magistrate Court and the remand notes by 

the Judicial Magistrate No III, Coimbatore will reveal exactly 

what had transpired.  

 

18. I state that my son Jayakumar is still receiving medical treatment 

at Coimbatore Medical College Hospital. On 04.10.2023, a 
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plainclothes policeman who identified himself as Mani, 

approached my son Jayakumar and threatened him to provide a 

false statement that he had a history of kidney ailments and that 

he had been receiving treatment for the same. My son refused to 

provide such false statement. He informed me of this incident 

when I briefly met and interacted with him on 04.10.2023. I state 

that it is shocking that policemen in plainclothes have access to 

my son who is under judicial custody and that the authorities at 

Coimbatore Medical College Hospital had facilitated such visit. 

I fear that my son is in danger and that there is an effort made to 

create false records in order to suppress the truth of injuries 

suffered by my son as a result of custodial torture and to escape 

the clutches of law with impunity.  

 

19. I state that the Coimbatore police are attempting to suppress the 

incident of custodial torture that has been committed in their 

jurisdiction. I fear that my son Jayakumar is not safe in 

Coimbatore Medical College Hospital within the jurisdiction of 

the Coimbatore police district. The Coimbatore police should be 

directed not to threaten or influence the detenu Jayakumar or the 

Petitioner or any of their family members directly or indirectly.  

 

20. I state that it is essential that my son Jayakumar is transferred 

from Coimbatore to Tamil Nadu Government Multi Super 

Speciality Hospital at Chennai (Omandurar Hospital) or any 

other multi-speciality hospital outside Coimbatore for urgent 
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medical treatment. It is further essential that a panel of 

independent medical experts perform comprehensive medical 

examination on the detenu Jayakumar and assess his medical 

condition. It is prayed that his medical records at Tiruppur prison, 

Tiruppur Government Hospital and Coimbatore Medical College 

Hospital may be called for and that the Petitioner is provided 

access to the same as his next of kin. Without these urgent 

remedies, I fear that the life of my son Jayakumar may be in peril.  

 

21. My son has been a victim of police excesses. Relevant provisions 

of the Criminal Procedure Code and applicable judicial 

precedents have been violated. In this case, there has been illegal 

detention of the detenu in various police stations, denial of 

particulars such as the exact location of his police custody which 

was not being informed to the parents as is expected under 

provisions of the Criminal Procedure Code. Further, it is feared 

that he has not been provided access to quality medical 

assessment for the alleged accused before being remanded to 

judicial custody. It appears that he was remanded by a routine 

judicial remand order without diligent examination of his 

medical records or his general state of health. In light of these 

serious violations, there is an urgent need to provide the detenu 

quality, medical attention, at a multi-speciality hospital outside 

Coimbatore at the cost of the state to save his life. The Petitioner 

is even willing to donate her kidney if there is a need to do so.  
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22. I am advised to state that the Madras High Court in P. Rajakumari 

vs. The Additional Director General, W.P.No.23320 of 2014, had 

directed the victim of custodial torture to be admitted to Multi 

Super Speciality Hospital at Omandurar Estate, Chennai and also 

directed the Nodal Officer of the hospital to have the victim 

examined by a team of doctors and submit a copy to the court in 

a time-bound manner. I pray that this Hon’ble Court may allow 

similar remedy in this case as well.   

 

23. I submit that Courts have consistently held that violation of 

fundamental rights cannot be met with impunity and that stern 

measures should be taken against those police officials who 

consider themselves to be above the law and bring disrepute to 

their department. Else the foundations of the criminal justice 

delivery system would be shaken and the common man may lose 

faith in the judiciary. Acts of custodial violence reflects tragic 

state of affairs indicating the apparent disdain of the State to the 

life and liberty of individuals, particularly those in custody. In 

these circumstances, relief could be moulded by granting 

compensation to the victims.  The Supreme Court, in the case of 

Nilabati Behera vs State of Orissa, proceeded to take view that 

even convicts, prisoners and undertrials cannot be denuded of 

their fundamental rights under Article 21 of the Constitution of 

India and once an incumbent is taken into custody and there are 

injuries on his body, then State will have to explain, as to how he 

sustained the injuries, and compensation can be awarded under 
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public law remedy. The Apex Court has also upheld that 

prisoners and detainees should not be deprived of their 

fundamental rights under Art 21 and only the restriction 

permitted by law could be imposed on the detenus.  

 

24. I submit that I had preferred a representation dated 25.09.2023 to 

various authorities including Director General of Police, Chief 

Secretary, Home Secretary, District Judge, Judicial Magistrate 

and the Commissioner of Coimbatore seeking medical assistance 

for my son. I requested that my son should be transferred to 

multi/super specialty hospital for life-saving treatment and that 

action should be taken against persons who had committed 

custodial torture. There has been no action taken on my 

representation and I have received no reply. The inaction of the 

Respondent amounts to violation of fundamental rights of my son 

guaranteed under Article 21 of the Constitution.  

 

25. I state that I have not filed any other proceeding on the same 

cause of action or for the same relief. There is no other 

efficacious alternative remedy and therefore, I am approaching 

this Hon’ble Court under Article 226 of the Constitution of India 

for the following among other GROUNDS:  

 

A. The detenu Jayakumar was illegally detained by the police 

without being remanded within 24 hours of his detention. His 

arrest was in violation of the DK Basu guidelines and his 
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whereabouts were not informed to his next of kin. Such illegal 

detention amounts to violation of fundamental rights of the 

detenu. 

 

B. The Respondent police have subjected the detenu Jayakumar 

to continuous torture for several days and inflicted serious 

injuries on him which has caused permanent damage to his 

kidneys and other organs. Custodial torture is a reprehensible 

and illegal act that violates Article 21 of the Constitution.  

 

C. The Petitioner was not provided copies of the medical records 

of the detenu Jayakumar and has been kept in the dark 

pertaining to his medical condition and treatment. Restricting 

access to his medical records where there are serious 

allegations of custodial torture further victimizes the detenu.  

 

D. The detenu was threatened by a police officer to provide a 

false statement that he has a history of kidney ailments. Such 

incident of police harassment and threat creates reasonable 

doubt and suspicion that the Respondent police are not acting 

in an unbiased manner and that the life and well-being of the 

detenu is at stake. This apparent threat necessitates transfer of 

the detenu from Coimbatore to Chennai or any other district 

for the purposes of his safety and continued medical care at a 

multi-speciality hospital.   
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E. Despite representations to the Oversight Committee, CCTV 

footage of the Respondent police stations have not been 

secured and copy has not been furnished to the Petitioner. The 

Respondent authorities have failed to comply with directions 

of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in Paramvir Singh vs Baljit 

Singh.  

 

F. There is an imminent and urgent need for judicial intervention 

and enquire into the incident of custodial torture of the 

Petitioner’s son Jayakumar. No FIR has been registered 

against the perpetrators for torture. Inaction of the Respondent 

police despite receiving information on apparent custodial 

torture blatantly violates law of the land as set out in Lalita 

Kumari vs. State of U.P.  

 

G. Detenus and prisoners are also entitled to fundamental rights 

including access to medical treatment. The Respondents, by 

not taking action on the Petitioner’s representation dated 

25.09.2023, seeking medical care and attention for the detenu 

have acted in a manner that prejudices the detenu’s 

constitutional rights.   

 

26. I state that there is an imminent and urgent need for interim 

remedies in order to protect and safeguard my son. Balance of 

convenience is in my favour. No prejudice will be caused to the 

Respondents if these interim prayers are granted, whereas the 
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Petitioner and her son will be put to irreparable prejudice if the 

same are not considered and granted immediately.  

 

27. For the reasons stated above, the Petitioner prays that this 

Hon’ble Court may be pleased to direct the Respondents to 

transfer the detenu Jayakumar from Coimbatore Medical College 

Hospital and admit the detenu Jayakumar in the Tamil Nadu 

Government Multi Super Speciality Hospital, Omandurar Estate, 

Chennai or any other multi super speciality hospital outside of 

Coimbatore for medical treatment of the detenu and direct 

medical examination of the detenu by a team of medical experts 

and submit report to this Hon’ble Court in a time-bound manner 

and grant such other remedies as this Hon’ble Court may deem 

fit and proper in the circumstances of this case pending disposal 

of this petition.  

 

28. For the reasons stated above, the Petitioner prays that this 

Hon’ble Court may be pleased to call for medical records 

pertaining to the detenu Jayakumar maintained by Tiruppur 

prison, Government Hospital Tiruppur and Coimbatore Medical 

College Hospital and supply a copy of the medical records to the 

Petitioner pending disposal of this petition.  

 

29. For the reasons stated above, the Petitioner prays that this 

Hon’ble Court may be pleased to direct the Respondent police 

(Respondents No.6, 9 and 10) not to harass, threaten or influence 

98



19 

the detenu Jayakumar or the Petitioner or any of their family 

members directly or indirectly and grant such other remedies as 

this Hon’ble Court may deem fit and proper in the circumstances 

of this case pending disposal of this petition. 

30. For the reasons stated above, the Petitioner prays that this

Hon’ble Court may be pleased to issue a WRIT OF

MANDAMUS or any other appropriate writ, order, or direction

in the nature of Writ directing the Respondents to provide

appropriate medical care to the Petitioner’s son Jayakumar

detained in Crime No.277/2023 on the file of Kattur Police

Station, direct judicial enquiry into the incident of illegal police

custody and custodial torture perpetrated by the Respondent

police against the detenu Jayakumar and take appropriate action

against the perpetrators who committed custodial torture and also

award compensation to the detenu for violation of his

fundamental rights, and to pass such further or other orders as

this Hon’ble High Court may deem fit and proper to the facts and

circumstances to this case and thus render justice.

Solemnly affirmed at Chennai on 

This the 5th day of October 2023 

And the contents of this affidavit  Before me, 

Were read over and explained  

in Tamil and she understood its   

contentsin my presence  Advocate, Chennai 

//TRUE COPY//

99



IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS 

(Special Original Jurisdiction) 

W.M.P. No. of 2023 
in 

W.P. (Crl) No.       of 2023 

R. Dhanalakshmi (F- 40 years)

W/o. Rajarathinam

Balaji Garden, 7th Street,

Keeranatham,

Coimbatore – 641 035.

…Petitioner/ Petitioner 

-Vs-

1. The Home Secretary,

Home Department,

Govt. of Tamil Nadu,

Secretariat,

Chennai – 600 009.

2. The Secretary,

Health & Family Welfare Department,

Govt. of Tamil Nadu,

Secretariat,

Chennai – 600 009.

3. The Director General of Police,

Head of Police Force,

Govt. of Tamil Nadu,

Dr. Radhakrishnan Salai,

Mylapore, Chennai - 600 004.

4. The Director General of Prisons,

Department Prisons and Correctional Services,

Whannels Road, Egmore,

Chennai - 600 008.

29060

29444

ANNEXURE P-10
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5. The District Collector, 

Office of the District Collector,  

Coimbatore – 641 018. 

 

6. The Commissioner of Police, 

Office of the Commissioner of Police, 

Coimbatore – 641 018. 

 

7. The Superintendent of Prisons, 

Central Prison for Men - Coimbatore, 

Coimbatore - 641 018. 

 

8. The Superintendent of Prisons, 

District Prison/ Sub Jail – Tiruppur, 

Tiruppur – 641 602. 

 

9. The Inspector of Police, 

Saravanampatty Police Station, 

Coimbatore City – 641 035. 

 

10. The Inspector of Police, 

Kattur Police Station, 

Coimbatore City – 641 044.   …Respondents/ Respondents 

 

 

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE 

CONSTITUTION OF INDIA 

 

1. The Petitioner is R. Dhanalakshmi, aged 40 years, wife of 

Rajarathinam, residing at Balaji Garden, 7th Street, Keeranatham, 

Coimbatore – 641 035. The address of the Petitioner for service of all 

notices is that of her counsels M/s.Sudha Ramalingam, D.Ramalingam, 

Akila R S, P Vijayakanth, V Kiruthiga, R Ravindra, E Ananthi and 

Mohan Raj, Advocates, 269 Law Chambers, Madras High Court, 

Chennai – 600 104.  
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2. The 1st Respondent is the Home Secretary, Home Department, Govt. 

of Tamil Nadu, Secretariat, Chennai – 600 009. The 2nd Respondent is 

The Secretary, Health & Family Welfare Department, Govt. of Tamil 

Nadu, Secretariat, Chennai – 600 009. The 3rd Respondent is The 

Director General of Police, Head of Police Force, Govt. of Tamil Nadu, 

Dr. Radhakrishnan Salai, Mylapore, Chennai - 600 004. The 4th 

Respondent is the Director General of Prisons, Department Prisons and 

Correctional Services, Whannels Road, Egmore, Chennai - 600 008. 

The 5th Respondent is The District Collector, Office of the District 

Collector, Coimbatore – 641 018. The 6th Respondent is The 

Commissioner of Police, Office of the Commissioner of Police, 

Coimbatore – 641 018. The 7th Respondent is The Superintendent of 

Prisons, Central Prison for Men - Coimbatore, Coimbatore - 641 018. 

The 8th Respondent is The Superintendent of Prisons, District Prison/ 

Sub Jail – Tiruppur, Tiruppur – 641 602. The 9th Respondent is The 

Inspector of Police, Saravanampatty Police Station, Coimbatore City – 

641 035. The 10th Respondent is The Inspector of Police, Kattur Police 

Station, Coimbatore City – 641 044. The address for the Respondents 

for service of all notices and summons is the same as above.  

 

3. For the reasons stated in the accompanying affidavit, the Petitioner 

prays that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to direct the Respondents 

to transfer the detenu Jayakumar from Coimbatore Medical College 

Hospital and admit the detenu Jayakumar in the Tamil Nadu 

Government Multi Super Speciality Hospital, Omandurar Estate, 
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Chennai or any other multi super speciality hospital outside of 

Coimbatore for medical treatment of the detenu and direct medical 

examination of the detenu by a team of medical experts and submit 

report to this Hon’ble Court in a time-bound manner and grant such 

other remedies as this Hon’ble Court may deem fit and proper in the 

circumstances of this case pending disposal of this petition. 

Dated at Chennai on this the 5th day of October 2023 

Counsel for the Petitioner

//TRUE COPY//
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS 

(Special Original Jurisdiction) 

W.M.P. No. of 2023 

in 

W.P. (Crl) No.       of 2023 

R. Dhanalakshmi (F- 40 years)

W/o. Rajarathinam

Balaji Garden, 7th Street,

Keeranatham,

Coimbatore – 641 035.

…Petitioner/ Petitioner 

-Vs-

1. The Home Secretary,

Home Department,

Govt. of Tamil Nadu,

Secretariat,

Chennai – 600 009.

2. The Secretary,

Health & Family Welfare Department,

Govt. of Tamil Nadu,

Secretariat,

Chennai – 600 009.

3. The Director General of Police,

Head of Police Force,

Govt. of Tamil Nadu,

Dr. Radhakrishnan Salai,

Mylapore, Chennai - 600 004.

4. The Director General of Prisons,

Department Prisons and Correctional Services,

Whannels Road, Egmore,

Chennai - 600 008.

29061

29444
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5. The District Collector, 

Office of the District Collector,  

Coimbatore – 641 018. 

 

6. The Commissioner of Police, 

Office of the Commissioner of Police, 

Coimbatore – 641 018. 

 

7. The Superintendent of Prisons, 

Central Prison for Men - Coimbatore, 

Coimbatore - 641 018. 

 

8. The Superintendent of Prisons, 

District Prison/ Sub Jail – Tiruppur, 

Tiruppur – 641 602. 

 

9. The Inspector of Police, 

Saravanampatty Police Station, 

Coimbatore City – 641 035. 

 

10. The Inspector of Police, 

Kattur Police Station, 

Coimbatore City – 641 044.   …Respondents/ Respondents 

 

 

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE 

CONSTITUTION OF INDIA 

 

1. The Petitioner is R. Dhanalakshmi, aged 40 years, wife of 

Rajarathinam, residing at Balaji Garden, 7th Street, Keeranatham, 

Coimbatore – 641 035. The address of the Petitioner for service of all 

notices is that of her counsels M/s.Sudha Ramalingam, D.Ramalingam, 

Akila R S, P Vijayakanth, V Kiruthiga, R Ravindra, E Ananthi and 

Mohan Raj, Advocates, 269 Law Chambers, Madras High Court, 

Chennai – 600 104.  
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2. The 1st Respondent is the Home Secretary, Home Department, Govt. 

of Tamil Nadu, Secretariat, Chennai – 600 009. The 2nd Respondent is 

The Secretary, Health & Family Welfare Department, Govt. of Tamil 

Nadu, Secretariat, Chennai – 600 009. The 3rd Respondent is The 

Director General of Police, Head of Police Force, Govt. of Tamil Nadu, 

Dr. Radhakrishnan Salai, Mylapore, Chennai - 600 004. The 4th 

Respondent is the Director General of Prisons, Department Prisons and 

Correctional Services, Whannels Road, Egmore, Chennai - 600 008. 

The 5th Respondent is The District Collector, Office of the District 

Collector, Coimbatore – 641 018. The 6th Respondent is The 

Commissioner of Police, Office of the Commissioner of Police, 

Coimbatore – 641 018. The 7th Respondent is The Superintendent of 

Prisons, Central Prison for Men - Coimbatore, Coimbatore - 641 018. 

The 8th Respondent is The Superintendent of Prisons, District Prison/ 

Sub Jail – Tiruppur, Tiruppur – 641 602. The 9th Respondent is The 

Inspector of Police, Saravanampatty Police Station, Coimbatore City – 

641 035. The 10th Respondent is The Inspector of Police, Kattur Police 

Station, Coimbatore City – 641 044. The address for the Respondents 

for service of all notices and summons is the same as above.  

 

3. For the reasons stated in the accompanying affidavit, the Petitioner 

prays that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to call for medical records 

pertaining to the detenu Jayakumar maintained by Tiruppur prison, 

Government Hospital Tiruppur and Coimbatore Medical College 
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Hospital and supply a copy of the medical records to the Petitioner 

pending disposal of this petition. 

Dated at Chennai on this the 5th day of October 2023 

Counsel for the Petitioner

//TRUE COPY//
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS 

(Special Original Jurisdiction) 

W.M.P. No. of 2023 

in 

W.P. (Crl) No.       of 2023 

R. Dhanalakshmi (F- 40 years)

W/o. Rajarathinam

Balaji Garden, 7th Street,

Keeranatham,

Coimbatore – 641 035.

…Petitioner/ Petitioner 

-Vs-

1. The Home Secretary,

Home Department,

Govt. of Tamil Nadu,

Secretariat,

Chennai – 600 009.

2. The Secretary,

Health & Family Welfare Department,

Govt. of Tamil Nadu,

Secretariat,

Chennai – 600 009.

3. The Director General of Police,

Head of Police Force,

Govt. of Tamil Nadu,

Dr. Radhakrishnan Salai,

Mylapore, Chennai - 600 004.

4. The Director General of Prisons,

Department Prisons and Correctional Services,

Whannels Road, Egmore,

Chennai - 600 008.

29062

29444

ANNEXURE P-12
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5. The District Collector, 

Office of the District Collector,  

Coimbatore – 641 018. 

 

6. The Commissioner of Police, 

Office of the Commissioner of Police, 

Coimbatore – 641 018. 

 

7. The Superintendent of Prisons, 

Central Prison for Men - Coimbatore, 

Coimbatore - 641 018. 

 

8. The Superintendent of Prisons, 

District Prison/ Sub Jail – Tiruppur, 

Tiruppur – 641 602. 

 

9. The Inspector of Police, 

Saravanampatty Police Station, 

Coimbatore City – 641 035. 

 

10. The Inspector of Police, 

Kattur Police Station, 

Coimbatore City – 641 044.   …Respondents/ Respondents 

 

 

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE 

CONSTITUTION OF INDIA 

 

1. The Petitioner is R. Dhanalakshmi, aged 40 years, wife of 

Rajarathinam, residing at Balaji Garden, 7th Street, Keeranatham, 

Coimbatore – 641 035. The address of the Petitioner for service of all 

notices is that of her counsels M/s.Sudha Ramalingam, D.Ramalingam, 

Akila R S, P Vijayakanth, V Kiruthiga, R Ravindra, E Ananthi and 

Mohan Raj, Advocates, 269 Law Chambers, Madras High Court, 

Chennai – 600 104.  
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2. The 1st Respondent is the Home Secretary, Home Department, Govt.

of Tamil Nadu, Secretariat, Chennai – 600 009. The 2nd Respondent is

The Secretary, Health & Family Welfare Department, Govt. of Tamil

Nadu, Secretariat, Chennai – 600 009. The 3rd Respondent is The

Director General of Police, Head of Police Force, Govt. of Tamil Nadu,

Dr. Radhakrishnan Salai, Mylapore, Chennai - 600 004. The 4th

Respondent is the Director General of Prisons, Department Prisons and

Correctional Services, Whannels Road, Egmore, Chennai - 600 008.

The 5th Respondent is The District Collector, Office of the District

Collector, Coimbatore – 641 018. The 6th Respondent is The

Commissioner of Police, Office of the Commissioner of Police,

Coimbatore – 641 018. The 7th Respondent is The Superintendent of

Prisons, Central Prison for Men - Coimbatore, Coimbatore - 641 018.

The 8th Respondent is The Superintendent of Prisons, District Prison/

Sub Jail – Tiruppur, Tiruppur – 641 602. The 9th Respondent is The

Inspector of Police, Saravanampatty Police Station, Coimbatore City –

641 035. The 10th Respondent is The Inspector of Police, Kattur Police

Station, Coimbatore City – 641 044. The address for the Respondents

for service of all notices and summons is the same as above.

3. For the reasons stated in the accompanying affidavit, the Petitioner

prays that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to direct the Respondent 

police (Respondents No.6, 9 and 10) not to harass, threaten or influence 

the detenu Jayakumar or the Petitioner or any of their family members 

directly or indirectly and grant such other remedies as this Hon’ble 
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Court may deem fit and proper in the circumstances of this case pending 

disposal of this petition. 

Dated at Chennai on this the 5th day of October 2023 

Counsel for the Petitioner

//TRUE COPY//
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

                 CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISIDICTION 

I.A NO.___________ OF 2023  

IN 
SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CRIMINAL) NO.           OF 2023 

 

IN THE MATTER:- 

R. Dhanalakshmi                                                                     …Petitioner 

Versus 

The Home Secretary, Home Department 

Govt. of Tamil Nadu & Ors.                                              …Respondents 

 

APPLICATION FOR GRANT OF EXEMPTION FROM FILING 

THE CERTIFIED COPY OF THE IMPUGNED ORDER 

 

To 

Hon’ble The Chief Justice of India 

And Other Companion Justices of the 

Supreme Court of India 

 

The Humble Petition of the Petitioner above named: 

 

Most respectfully showeth that:  

 

1. The present Special Leave Petition is filed against the final 

Judgment and Order dt. 11.10.2023 (Impugned Order) passed by 

the Hon’ble High Court of Judicature at Madras in Writ Petition 

No. 29444 of 2023, whereby which the Hon’ble High Court 

dismissed the Writ Petition of the Petitioner without considering 
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the averments of the Petitioner with respect to custodial violence 

and illegal arrest of the detenu (her son), and without referring to 

any records (both medical and of the detenu’s illegal arrest) 

relevant in the present case, but only on the basis of an 

assumption that since the allegation against the son of the 

Petitioner (detenu) were of grave nature, the Petitioner had made 

bald allegations against the police.  

 

2. The detailed facts and grounds have been stated in the 

accompanying Petition, the contents of the same maybe treated 

as part and parcel of the present Application, contents whereof 

are not being reiterated herein for the sake of brevity. 

 

3. That the Petitioner is seeking exemption from filing the 

Impugned Order dt. 11.10.2023 passed by the Hon’ble High 

Court of Judicature at Madras in Writ Petition No. 29444 of 

2023. It is submitted that the present matter is filed due to the 

urgency as the same concerns custodial torture and therefore, the 

Petitioner was unable to secure a certified copy of the Impugned 

in the duration.  

 

4. Petitioner undertakes to take all necessary steps to file the 

certified copy of the Order if and when directed by this Hon’ble 

Court.  

 

5. That the present application is bona fide and in the interest of 

justice, and no prejudice shall be caused to the Respondent if the 

same is allowed. 

 

 

PRAYER 
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In the above premises, this Hon’ble Court maybe pleased to: 

a. Allow the present application and grant an exemption to the

Petitioner from filing the certified copy of the Impugned

Order dt. 11.10.2023 passed by the Hon’ble High Court of

Judicature at Madras in Writ Petition No. 29444 of 2023; and

b. Pass any such further Order(s), direction(s) as this Hon’ble

Court may deem fit under the facts & circumstances of the

present case.

AND FOR THIS ACT OF KINDNESS, THE APPLICANT 

SHALL, AS IN DUTY BOUND, EVER PRAY 

THROUGH 

PRASANNA S, 

Advocate for the Petitioner 

CC:2919 

Office Address: C-64, IInd Floor, 

Neeti Bagh, New Delhi 110049 

Contact: 8750350762 

NEW DELHI
Date: 31.10.2023
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

                 CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISIDICTION 

I.A NO.___________ OF 2023  

IN 
SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CRIMINAL) NO.           OF 2023 

 

IN THE MATTER:- 

R. Dhanalakshmi                                                                     …Petitioner 

Versus 

The Home Secretary, Home Department 

Govt. of Tamil Nadu & Ors.                                              …Respondents 

 

APPLICATION FOR FILING OFFICIAL TRANSLATION OF 

ANNEXURES P-1, P-4, P-7 AND P-8 

 

To 

Hon’ble The Chief Justice of India 

And Other Companion Justices of the 

Supreme Court of India 

 

The Humble Petition of the Petitioner above named: 

 

Most respectfully showeth that:  

 

1. The present Special Leave Petition is filed against the final Judgment and 

Order dt. 11.10.2023 (Impugned Order) passed by the Hon’ble High Court 

of Judicature at Madras in Writ Petition No. 29444 of 2023, whereby which 

the Hon’ble High Court dismissed the Writ Petition of the Petitioner 
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without considering the averments of the Petitioner with respect to 

custodial violence and illegal arrest of the detenu (her son), and without 

referring to any records (both medical and of the detenu’s illegal arrest) 

relevant in the present case, but only on the basis of an assumption that 

since the allegation against the son of the Petitioner (detenu) were of grave 

nature, the Petitioner had made bald allegations against the police.  

 

2. The detailed facts and grounds have been stated in the accompanying 

Petition, the contents of the same maybe treated as part and parcel of the 

present Application, contents whereof are not being reiterated herein for 

the sake of brevity. 

 

3. For the convenience of this Hon’ble Court and to meet the ends of justice 

in the present matter, the Applicant has hereby annexed the official 

translations of the records of the case available in vernacular. The 

following annexures are the true official translated copies of the original 

documents in vernacular: 

a) Annexure P-1: True translated copy of the FIR 277/2023 filed on 

16.09.2023 at Kattur Police Station. 

b) Annexure P-4: True translated copy of Crl. Misc. Petition no. 

42359/2023 filed before the Chief Judicial Magistrate, Coimbatore. 

c) Annexure P-7: True translated copy of the representation dt. 

04.10.2023 sent to Government Hospital Tiruppur 

d) Annexure P-8: True translated copy of the representation dt. 

04.10.2023 sent to Coimbatore Medical College Hospital 

 

4. It is hereby submitted that the translated copies annexed as Annexures P-

1, P-4, P-7 and P-8 are true official translations of the original documents 

in vernacular and may be taken on record and referred to by this Hon’ble 

Court for an effective adjudication of the case at hand. 
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5. That the Applicant undertakes to file the original copies of the official

translations in vernacular if and when required by this Hon’ble Court.

6. That the Applicant is filed in the interest of justice.

PRAYER 

In the above premises, this Hon’ble Court maybe pleased to: 

a. Allow the present application for filing the official translation of

Annexures P-1, P-4, P-7 and P-8; and

b. Pass any such further Order(s), direction(s) as this Hon’ble Court may

deem fit under the facts & circumstances of the present case.

AND FOR THIS ACT OF KINDNESS, THE APPLICANT SHALL, 

AS IN DUTY BOUND, EVER PRAY 

THROUGH 

PRASANNA S, 

Advocate for the Petitioner 

CC:2919 

Office Address: C-64, IInd Floor, 

Neeti Bagh, New Delhi 110049 

Contact: 8750350762 
Place: New Delhi 

Date: 31.10.2023
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The Home Secretary, Home Department
Govt. of Tamil Nadu & Ors
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MEMO OF APPEARANCE 

To, 

The Registrar Supreme Court of India, 
New Delhi.  

Sir, 

Please enter my appearance on behalf of the Petitioner in the 
matter above-mentioned. 

Dated this 31st of October, 2023

Yours faithfully 

Prasanna S. 
Advocate-on-Record 
Code-2919 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

[ORDER XXII RULE 2(2)] 
(Under Article 136 of the Constitution of India) 

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CRIMINAL) NO.  

… PETITIONER 

IN THE MATTER OF: 
R. Dhanalakshmi 

Versus 

The Home Secretary, Home Department
Govt. of Tamil Nadu & Ors.

… RESPONDENTS 

INDEX OF DOCUMENTS 

S. 

No. 

PARTICULARS COPIES COURT 

FEES 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Limitation Report

Listing Performa 

Synopsis & List of Dates Writ 

Petition with Affidavit 

Annexure-P-1 to Annexure-P-12

 Vakalatnama & Memo of 

Appearance

TOTAL 

FILED ON: 31.10.2023 

PRASANNA S 

ADVOCATE FOR THE PETITIONER 

6.

   ____2023
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