BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED: 31.03.2015
CORAM
THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE C.T.SELVAM
CRL.O.P. (MD)No.2956 of 2015

L.A.Bottlers Pvt. Ltd.,
Represented by its Managing Director,
Periya Sooriyoor,
Trichyrappalli-25 ..Petitioner
Vs
1.The Superintendent of Police,
Trichy.

2.The Inspector of Police,
Navalpattu Police Station,
Thiruverambur,
Trichy District. . .Respondents

Criminal Original Petition filed under section 482 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure, praying to direct the respondents to give adequate
police protection to the petitioner's company, its employees,
Petitioner's Company  vehicles, Petitioner's company premises and
Petitioner's company machineries based on complaint preferred Dby the
petitioner, dated 27.01.2015, 28.01.2015 and 06.02.2015.

For Petitioner : Mr.N.R.Elango
Senior Counsel for
Mr.S.Wilson
For Respondents : Mr.K.Anbarasan
Government Advocate (Crl. Side)

ORDER
The petitioner seeks a direction to the respondents to give
adequate police protection to the petitioner's company, its employees,
Petitioner's Company  vehicles, Petitioner's company premises and

Petitioner's company machineries based on the complaint preferred by the
petitioner, dated 27.01.2015, 28.01.2015 and 06.02.2015.

2. The petitioner, who is a manufacturer of soft drinks complaining
of grave difficulties caused to their manufacturing activities, seeks a
direction as stated above.

3. Heard the 1learned counsel for the petitioner and the Ilearned
Government Advocate (Crl. Side) for the State.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner
company 1is not utilising the borewells in the premises for which police
protection 1is sought, towards drawing water for their manufacturing
purpose and the petitioner company is purchasing water from elsewhere in
keeping with Rules extant, for their manufacturing purposes. The learned

https:/hesesvigemeequrts gomiBcediR® s  on Dbehalf of the petitioner that the petitioner
company will continue not to draw water from the borewells in the
petition premises, they having sought remedies in Writ proceedings.



5. The learned Government Advocate(Crl. Side) submits that given the
undertaking on behalf of the petitioner company, the State has no
objection to affording police protection for the purpose of enabling the
petitioner company to carry on their manufacturing activities.

6. In the circumstances, there shall Dbe a direction to the
respondents to afford police protection to the petitioner company, at
their cost, for the following purposes:

(i) to ensure due transport of water obtained by the petitioner
company from sources other than the borewells situated in the petition
premises;

(ii) to enable the transit of their Company vehicles with materials
as also finished products; and

(iii) to prevent any hindrance to the ingress and egress from the
petition premises by managerial staff/workers of the petitioner.

7.The petition is ordered accordingly.
sd/-
Assistant Registrar (CO)
/True copy/

Sub Assistant Registrar

1.The Superintendent of Police,
Trichy.

2.The Inspector of Police,
Navalpattu Police Station,
Thiruverambur,
Trichy District.

3.The Additional Public Prosecutor,
Madurai Bench of Madras High Court
Madurai.

+1CC to M/s.B.Prasanna Vinoth, Advocate in SR.16506
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