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. POLICE DEPARTMENT V.S
) From: To:
B.X. Ravi, IPS, The Deputy Director,
Dy Inspecior Genesal 3¢ *Police, National Commm.lon for Scheduled Tribes,
Social Justice & Human nghts Lok Nayak Bhawan, New Delhi-110003.

Cheinnai- 4

Re.No. B1/63/2010. Dated: 21.01.2010.
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In continuation of our discussion held on 12.01. 2(}10 Tam sendmg heremth ths

reply for the petitions as mentioned in the reference cited.
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Yours faithfully,

Dy .InspectorGene A hceﬁ .
,,é:omal Justice & Human Rights, o
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REPLY TO THE FILE NC. HUATROCITY/TRITTH2000/RUV s

The petitioner Meenakshi aged 30 years wip Palani, Thal sireet, Foodaram village
bidongs fo 8T lular Community and the president of Kiiakadu wilfage Panchavat, Mar tushand
Paleni s holding the post of DMK viflage secretary. On 14.2.07, the petifioner's husband rapped
@ gifl by name Parwvadba aged 17 vears, daugbler of Raman who was Hving in the Mels street of
the same village. Due 1o the disgrace, the victios girl Patuvadha comenitied suicide on 16,207 by
hanging. In {his connedtion & case in Karyalue PS CeNo 27707 wis 378, 308 IPC was registwred
againgt Palani and lwo others namely Arunachalam and Loganathan. These acoused persons
were anmested snd remanded o Judickal Cusiody. As 2 result the petitinner's husband and twe
others were imprisoned in Cuddalore Centrad Jail for 85 days. Alter their relesse, they usad to
threaten peopie amd involved in village ‘katta panchayal

At tras junclure, one Vijaya wio Blumaiat of Mala street died during her chift birth. Dug to
personnal vengeancs with ane Aranchalunar of Mela girept, the petitoner's husband and 14
others had induiged in false publicity stating that Anandnakumar had mads some witth craf
agatnst fhe decessed. Ho at the instigation of Palani, vitage sanchayat was organized and the
panchaval decided that the Anandhakumar had i pay RsB8000- to the viclim's father
Anandhakumar had no other go, it o pay the fine, Patanl was behing this ketta panchayal’

O 4.8.07 Anarlakasnar had fodged 2 complatnd with Kanean, then Cirsle hepector of
Potice, Kachirapalayem. Gn 6.8.07, the inspector in order {0 make enutty in the petition, ke
want along with Subramaniyan, 81 of police, Kanyaha P8 and 3 other MCs, to Koodaram villape,
There the inspechor had med MrChakkaravarthy VAG of Kilakadu wiliage at 16.30 brs amd
summonad him to be prosent for the enguity as Independent wilnegs, The Ingpactor stationad
near Annedieral Provisionsl shop at Keodaram village at the fime of snquiry. The petitioner
Arandakumar, VAD Chakkaravarthy and same local people were present. Meenakshi was
summoned and amived fo the enguiry spot. Inspecior questioned the wheraabouls of her
hushand and wamed her seversly stating that her husband had Involved in o rape case, now
theeatening  people and duing kefta panchayal. Inspecior dirscted the culpnts those who
erhectad fine amount of Re.BU0U/- from Anandakumar o be refurmed o him, The amount was
resfunded o hiri.

In this petition, there & 2 speolie. alleqation against the inspector Mr.Rannan, in thal
petiion, 4 s alleged that during the enquiry the Inspector abused Mrs Meenaishl in et caste
neamie with: filthy woeds and thieatensd 1o shoot her hushand. The pefitioner cited VAQ as one of
the withess, Dunng soguity the VAD stated thal the Inspectyr was not holding any weapon
during the enquiry and firmly stated that e inspecior never shusad the peliioner by her coste
nama and also not used any Hithy words. He never ullered 8 word ike shotiing her husband,
Though she has cited sevaral wiinosses in this petitlon, the VAQ s o offici) and indepentent
witress and his version may be fully reliable,

Mr Muthusamy and 5K Andy were dso ced as wilness in this poetition, were also
enguired. They stated that in front of the public, Inspedior teluked Meenaksirs hushand who



-

was not present theee, They aiso stated Hhat the allegations pvefed in the patition are faise. The
pther whness cited o s pelition & Mriloganathan who is also a co-accused of Patani in the
Pargvadha's rape oase Dring endquiry Meenaishi and her bosband Palanl were slone
gxprassed their allegations againgt the Inspector, and there 18 no supporling evidence fo
subtsstantiate the allagations.

Hence #is conchided! that the petifionsr s & powerful person in the bibal localty, her
hishand is holding 8 post in g political parly and ke is facing & rape case sl The allegations
found iy the pelition are highly motivated and aot well founded and the pelifion was sent on the
Inspentor and police party to retafiaie the rape case regisdersd sosinst her busband

) Pray: “diracting the Direclor General of Police, Chenna and the Superintendent of
Police, Villepuram Distict, Villupuram 1o regisler o Cimdnal case against
Mr Bannrat, isnestor of Police, Katehirapafayam police station and M Subramani,
8, 8.F Police Statton, Kabvarayamalal, Rariyaher wder relevant provisions of 180
andd SCIST Y Act, 1989 and {o amest them immediately”

Rapiy: Shce the aflegations made in the pefition are to retaliale the rape case registered
against her hushand and the instructions given ty the hspector 1o return the
peralty amount of Ry 80000 o Anandkumar ang the ailegations are tntally false,
there i no need to register 3 case against the inapactor and the Sub- inspestor.

iy Pray; “to wnitiate departmental aclion also against them wnd o suspend them

immediately;”

Repiy: Departmental action aise cannot be taken againet them.

Pray: Frecommending e Governmient of Tami NMady to pay adequate relief smount
under SC/ST ~ Rudes, 1985 to the victing”

Reply: Girce the altegation leveled In the petitions are o retalisie the action taken by the
Inspector against the petitioner’s husband, rediel amount cannet be ecommended
uner SCIST Rules 1955,

i) Pray. "t prosecyte the T8H. of Hallakuricht ufs 4 of the SC/ST {PA) Adt, 1889 who had
fatted 10 take any kind of aclion egaingt the perpetradors,”

Reply: DSF, Kaliskuricht cannct be prosecitted under section 4 of tie SCIST (POA) Agt,
sincs the allegationg teveled in the petitions are totally false.

it} Pray: Yo ersure adeguate peotection o the vichis and her hushantd and thus render
justice.*

Reply: Protection will be given a5 and when necassary.
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The enduiry was conducted by the Dyv. Supdi. of Police, Socisl Justice and
Hurnar Rights, Viluppuram Zone and the enguiry report is furnished below,
Petitioner:
Shei Hentyl Tinhange, Exacubive Director, Peopie’s Watch, Mariurai,

Counter Petitioner:
Mr.karnan, Inspector of Police, Mr.Sulramaniam, 51 of Police, Kariyaiur 2.5 and D59,
Kaflakurichi.

Gist of the petition:

On bebalf of rhe petitioner Meenakshi, Age: 30,8, wioPalani, Kifakadu, Kaodaram
vitiage, the Executive Director of Peopie’s Watch, Madural had sent the petition with the
following allegations. It was alleged by the petitioner that on 6.8.2007, the counter
petitioner  Mrkannan  who  was working  as  Inspector of Police slong  with
Mr Subramaniam, 3 of Police, Karivalor Police Station went to Koodargmn vilage 0



conduct an enguiry, T wes alleged by the petitionar that Tmt, Meetakshi was sbused by
the Inspector Mr Kannan by using her caste name and threatened her that her hushand
will be killed by shooting, The petitioner further alfeged that on 782007, the g
Meeoaksht and her husband Palanl met the focal M.L.A& and on ks advice, they fodged a
complaint to the DSP, Kallakurichl, The petitioner asserted that 3l date no action was
taken on the complaint of Tt Meenkashi and hence, the petitioner requested 10 take
action against the courder petitioners,

Enduaivy Offices:
Dy. Supdt. of Police, Social Justice and Human Rights, Viluppuram Zone,

Details:

A detailed enguiry was conducted by the Dy, Supdt. of Police, Social Justice an!
Human Rights, Viluppuram Zone on the allegations stated by the petitioner, The Sty
revaals the following,

The petitioner Meenakshi belongs o ST Ivider community and she was the
President of Kilakadu vitlage panchayat. The petitioner’s husband one Palani raped 3 girl
namely Paruvadia, dfaRaman on 34.2.2007 amd due to this, the victhn Baruvadhs
committed Suitide on 16.2.2007 by hanaing. In connection with this,  case in Karivalur
PE CrNo 27/2007 ufs 376 & 308 IPC was registered against Palani, Arunachalam and
Logandthan. During the course of investigation, ail the three accused wers arrested and
remanded to judical custady, Al the three accused were inside jait for about B5 days
and subsequently, they were refeased on bail. In connection with the registration of the
said case, the avcused Palani develoned enmity with one Anandhekurmar of the same
viltage, Sequel to the refease oo ball, the accused Palani threatened the jocal people
and incubged in kalta panchayat,

While so, one Vilays, w/o.Elumalat of the same village dleg during delivery, To
wrack vengsance on the ssid Anandhakumar, the accused Palani and his associates
floated rumours that the said Anandhakumay was behing the death of Viiava and as a



result, a focal panchayat was organized 1o enquite the death of Yilaya., On the
instigation and influence of the agcused Patar, the local leaders of the panchayat asked
the seid Anandhakumar to pay Rs.8,000/- as fine to the village, Agorievedt over the
Hlegat direction of the panchayat leaders, the said Anandhkumar preferred a complaing
ort %.8.2007 before Inspactor of Potice Mr.Kannan.

On recgint of the complaint, the Inspectdr MrKanman, Mr.Subramantam, S of
Police of Karyalur PS and three Police men went to Xoodarara village for TN,
Before conumercing the enguiry, the Inspector of Puolice summaned iy Dhakravarthy,
the local V.AQ To be present during the enquiry. Accordingly, the V.A.0 accompanied
the Inspector dwing the enquiry, The petitioner Meenakshi was summened anid
enguired on the spot by the palice personnet. During the gnauity, the Inspector warned
the petitioner Meenahishi by saying that your hushand js an accused in a rape cose snd
he has been indulging in idlegal panchavet, The inspector finaly warned the said
Meenakshi and advised her to desist from such iegat acts.

A% alieged by the petitioner, the counter petitioner did not scold the petitioner
using her caste name. The YALD who was present durimg the whole entuiry
categorically stated that the Inspector tonducted the enduiry i the presence of alt angd
he had behaved decently and asserted that the aflegations of the petitioner are
frivalous, faise and baseless. The petitioner would have sent the petition with false
afegations to deter the pofice officers In order to protect her husband Paland from the
rape Case.

Findings and action taken:

L. The hushand of the petitioner Faleni had involved in a rape case and he was charged
unider seckon 376 & 306 IPC,

2. The said Patani was in jail for about 65 davs and jater released on bail, Sequel iy Tis
release, he has been indulging in unethical acts 0 take revenge o the persoits who
legelly support the compdalnant of the rape <ase.



3. The counter petitioners want to the village of the petitioner Meenkashi to conduct 3
enquiry against the husband of the petitioner who was invoived in a rape case, The
pofice officiats conrducted the enquiry in an open place in the presence of V.A.GC. The
alegations agamst the counter petitioners are totally fatse and imaginary but nvented
to deter the police officials who have arrested the husband of the petitioner it a rape
CRBE,

4. Since the allegations leveled by the petitioner against the counter petitionar are faise,
thera i no need Yo take departmental and orimingt action against the nohoe officiale
who had discharged their 'egitimate duties.

For the reasons stated above, no further action is necessary on this reference
and this reference may kindly be filed,

er&{aithfu?iy,

. Superigfendent of Folice,
o Vilupouran, ;
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