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IN THE COURT OF THE PRINCIPAL DISTRICT JUDGE, SALEM.
Present: Thiru. Swarnam J. Natarajan, M.L.,
Principal District Judge, Salem.

Tuesday, this the 23" day of June - 2026
C.M.P.No0.14/2024 in C.C.No. 11/2021

Chakkaravarthi,

S/o. Chilampa Udaiyar,

12" Ward, North Street,

V. Ramanathapuram,

Veeraganur Post,

Salem District. ... Petitioner / Accused

-versus-
P. Dhanasekaran,

Public Prosecutor,
Salem District ... Respondent / complainant

This petition is coming on 17.06.2026 for final hearing before me in the

presence of Thiru. C.S. Manickam, Advocate for the Petitioner and

Thiru.P.Thambidurai, Public Prosecutor for the Respondent, after hearing both

sides and perusing the records, this court delivers the following :

ORDER

This 1s the application filed by the petitioner, sole accused, in

C.C.No.11/2021 seeking for discharge of the accused person from the case

under section 227 of CrPC.

23.06.2026 Principal Sessions Judge, Salem.
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2. The case was originally instituted by the District Public Prosecutor,
Salem District, Salem against Thiru. Chakkaravarthi, to take cognizance of the
offence under section 199(2) CrPC in order to prosecute the accused for the
reason that he had made a defamatory speech in a public meeting held near
Thalaivasal Bus Stand organized by DMDK party on 26.11.2012.

(ii) In the said public meeting, the accused made a speech with
regard to the then Honorable Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu, Dr. J. Jayalalitha,
and uttered specific words which is false statement, aiming, intended to harm
personally the reputation of the Chief Minister, knowing fully well that such
imputation would harm the reputation of the Chief Minister. Thereby, the
accused had committed an offence punishable under section 500 IPC.

(iii) The defamatory word alleged to have been uttered by the
accused person petitioner in the public meeting is as follows:

"Opeom  BMhEs  GumlL OFcmEsnedr  SeiTomeotd@E b
SWIpmHM_1q Gov (WP SHVEDDE EFITIT @e2wevedlsm 2 |' &ibha)
Spoenbis bhs Cum_L Sl&Fems."

"WHledt @eu” (), WSTOeU" (H, BHH WL Fleow LMHMHEH)IDEMHIS.
ool BeoTemeodh@ Owrsss5580 Sapus s mredrE el

Crr6518v Srevor(h wenfl GBI FoL &srevor’ &evBov. SUGun

Shs umbuemereow 6rmhiBs @&meor(y Gumil HlMIGHME. 61HS

23.06.2026 Principal Sessions Judge, Salem.
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Wo55leb coEs DigsSIng. Seucuore| Csaeuner Ll Hemw
BLSSD Bias Onrmbu Gseueunnesr &6drenib ©@&TevevtBGunestiey
Bieooend8s Y Heow semcvgal (f GleueflCGw cunmis."

"@shiseuerefl @QsNGHSHWNCn SGeofl  wmneug — Sisneus)
WPHLeWEFCT eubhg Sleond Sleond usbsD udswLT eSleTHbUND
w_(Hbsredr Sibwr O&NH&ESDMhES, DAdsHems WU (Kb ST
ou(Hgl, oreoreor Gouemev BHL GGG SWIDHM _1986v, 6 Bauemeouiyd

BL&&5Cov, DigemBev B aubhg aredr Caseuevtiulh&5Em."

So, this is the defamatory word alleged to have been uttered by the petitioner in
the public meeting which the Government of Tamil Nadu, by G.O. Public (Law
and Order-H) Department M.S.No0.306 dated 28.03.2013, was pleased to accord
sanction to the Public Prosecutor, Salem District for lodging a complaint under
section 2 of section 199 of the Code against Chakravarthi, Desiya Murpokku
Dravida Kazhagam, for having made the said defamatory speechagainst the
Honorable Chief Minister, which constitutes an offence punishable under
section 499 of Indian Penal Code, punishable under section 500 Indian Penal
Code.

(iv) The Public Prosecutor accordingly lodged a private complaint

before the Principal Sessions Judge, Salem and on recording the sworn

23.06.2026 Principal Sessions Judge, Salem.
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statement of the Public Prosecutor on 06.04.2013, the case was taken
cognizance by this court and made over to Principal Sessions Sub Judge for
disposal in accordance with law. Thereafter, since the case relates to MP/MLA,
the case was transferred to this court by virtue of order passed in
Dis.No.364/2021 dated 04.03.2021 and the matter was recalled in 2021. The
petitioner filed this application stating that based on the shorthand notes relied
by the prosecution, the case has been initiated, which cannot be the sole criteria
for initiating and lodging the complaint for the offence of defamatory as there
are valid grounds available for the petitioner to file petition seeking for an order
of discharge even before charges are framed. Even though the case was
instituted in 2013, no charges have been framed after lapse of nearly 11 years
and the case is proceeding without framing of charge, which causes hardship to
the petitioner accused. The jurisdictional Thalaivasal Police had also parallelly
registered FIR on 26.11.2012 against the petitioner under sections 294(b), 504,
499, and 506(i) IPC in Crime N0.369/2012. In the above FIR, a portion of the
contents reads as follows:

"oSuscont, &FeETISS, Homoveunser ®GTMOIW  @&FwWevrem

SiHeTGouch wHMID upTeT  REICWIIHD  HovEuNThIES 6T

Siesor(Hb euemsUilev RGSlTewl (Kb cuemsuilev Guileomisser.”
After nearly 7 years, the FIR has been closed.

23.06.2026 Principal Sessions Judge, Salem.
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(v) The Thalaivasal Police had also registered another FIR in
Crime No0.370/2012 dated 26.11.2012 against the accused under sections 143,
341, 353, and 188 IPC. The said FIR has also been closed and the extract of the

FIR is as follows:

"Co.(p.5l.&. BlicunSlseflov supounTeoT Hioowr &HUURS] eredTUGIT
wresor|dl@ SWIDBIH (WHVEDWESFT DUTHmET AHENRSISO|D,
SI&Gmnansa|b GuemnL uller Cuflemi. SisHE OuNgIwssefley
Sloui erSlifvy OsfleNsgIb &g FDLHSHLIES &EHEVEITEF 6265T I
NSNS (W& i el  GEwevneri P& S MIGHT
TM.Goucvo(p(H&BT Homovaungev &auev HlemevwdSlev yasmi
@a&1[H &5pUug Oung sal L slev sHovbgl O&neL 8s.(p.5.5.
s _floow G&ihs Guonasedmmed, Slap.umsbSuedr, &Slapwsl.R.aur
RS &L wesrm 2 milleniser whHmib G&euld WMH&T WwIEL L
@&wevneni  TNHNSI(HEIGEOTGT, HSHHHON  &GUMDll  10&6OT
SimeTCouch, eSrseyni F&sTISS], SKT &eSlwewiss), smisid,
ST  S@UULS|, sShisgieor, UL, M.S. & (15639, 6oT60T,
DIGOTEOOIT 6O, FMieumMl (WP HEHEGDT, SHELSIOT UNTAQSIT, &Tieumi
76, Amieund@i SP.pm8sssst wHmIb Gs.(p.5.&6. &L_Hemws
Csihy &wmi 100 Cuiser Gs.(p.5Hl.6. sl _&ulleoni Bgy GumeS&lev
ysmi OQFLSmHE &HoNgss 261120120 G5 Srey 1015
weofldE@E WSHT to  HeTerdGMIES  Ob(HEHFTEm6LUIIeL

Hoemeveungev Uev HmisssHSlev &remev wmlwey Gl&Is 6o ."

23.06.2026 Principal Sessions Judge, Salem.
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(vi) In the meantime, the complaint complainant, former Public
Prosecutor, had filed a private complaint before this court under section 199
read with section 200 CrPC against the accused under sectiona 499, 504,
294(b), 506(i) IPC, where the above sections are similar to that made in the FIR
in C.C. No.370/2012 registered by the very same police station. If the speeches
that spoken were defamatory then, Thalaivasal Police could not have closed the
FIR on the ground of mistake of fact. Thereby, it clearly shows that there was
no defamatory speech spoken against the Chief Minister and there were no
specific grounds for the offence triable under sections 499, 504, 294(b), 506(1)
IPC. Since the former Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu died in the year on
05/12/2016, the complaint itself has become infructuous. There is no
documentary evidence as well as material evidence to prove that the accused
involved in the offence punishable under section 499, 504, 294(b), and 506(1)
IPC.

(vii) In this regard, three defamatory cases have been filed against
three individuals before this court in C.C.No.1/2013, 2/2013, and 3/2013. All
the three cases were referred to Principal Subordinate Judge, Salem. The private

complaint C.C.No.1/2013, when came for orders before the Subordinate Judge,

23.06.2026 Principal Sessions Judge, Salem.
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Salem, who immediately discharged the accused on the ground that the sections
were not made out vide his order dated 09.07.2018. Both the private complaint
C.C.No.2/2013 and C.C.No.3/2013 were transferred to District and Sessions
Court, Salem for further proceedings. After having transferred the private
complaints to Principal District and Sessions Judge, Salem, C.C.No.2/2013 and
C.C.No.3/2013 were renumbered as C.C.No.11/2021 and C.C.No.10/2021
respectively. When the matter came for hearing before the Principal District
and Sessions Judge, the court had discharged the accused on the ground that the
Government Order, G.0.Ms.No.846 Public (Law and Order-H) Department
dated 02.12.2019, in which it has ordered to withdraw the case against the
accused, and based on which the Principal District and Sessions Judge had
ordered discharging the accused in the said case on 26.08.2022. Therefore,
from the above two cases, two individual accused were discharged on the
ground that sections were not made out and based on the said Government
Order and the orders passed in C.C.No.10/2021, the accused persons were
discharged. However, CC 11 of 2021 alone is pending before this court even
after lapse of 11 years. There are no merits in the complaint. The Public
Prosecutor is not prosecuting the case. Hence, the petitioner prays for discharge

of the accused.

23.06.2026 Principal Sessions Judge, Salem.
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3. The Public Prosecutor, though had changed, and after 11 years,
nobody represented on behalf of the Public Prosecutor. And the present Public
Prosecutor, when he is heard, he had stated that the Government has already
passed G.O. for withdrawal of the case and nothing survives, and he has
contended that the discharge petition can be considered on merits.

4. The Government, G.0.Ms.No0.846 dated 02.12.2019, issued by the
Public (Law and Order-H) Department, it has listed out the cases mentioned in
the annexure 1 to 33 initiated against the MDMK President as well as against
State Secretary for Women Wing and former MLAs for having made
defamatory speech against the then Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu. The
Government Order says that the founder president, Desiya Murpokku Dravida
Kazhagam, members of Legislative Assembly, the cases instituted against them
are ordered to be withdrawn under section 321. However, no application was
filed before this court with regard to the withdrawal of the case.

5. Considering the fact that three cases were instituted on the
complaint given by the Public Prosecutor and two cases ended in discharge, this
case is pending for 11 years without any progress from 2013 onwards, this court
finds that the speech said to be recorded by the shorthand writer of CB-CID

does not contain any defamatory speech to make imputation on the reputation of

23.06.2026 Principal Sessions Judge, Salem.
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the former Chief Minister, Miss.Jayalalitha. Thereby, no offence under section
499, 500 IPC is made out. Hence, the discharge petition is to be allowed.

In the result, this petition is allowed. The petitioner/accused is ordered
to be discharged from the case in C.C.No.11/2021.

Dictated to the Steno-Typist, taken by her in shorthand, transcribed and
typed by her with the help of voice recorder, and Microsoft 365, corrected and

pronounced by me, in the open court, this the 23" day of June — 2026.

Sd/- Swarnam J. Natarajan,
Principal Sessions Judge,
Salem.

Annexure:-
Petitioner’s side witness and documents:-

-Nil-

Respondent’s side witness and documents:-

-Nil-

Sd/- Swarnam J. Natarajan,
Principal Sessions Judge,
Salem.

23.06.2026 Principal Sessions Judge, Salem.



EIE"EI
=l 10

scan the code using ‘e Courts Services’
mobile application download from Play Store C.M.P.No.14/2024 in C.C.No.11/2021

The Principal Sessions Court,
Salem

C.M.P.No.14/2024 in
C.C.No.11/2021

Order (true copy)

Dated : 23.06.2026

23.06.2026 Principal Sessions Judge, Salem.



