IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED : 30.06.2016
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE P.N.PRAKASH
CRL.OP.No.3682 of 2016
Paranthaman .. Petitioner
Vs

1.The Superintendent of Police,
Villupuram District,
Villupuram.

2.The Inspector of Police,
Kanjanur Police Station,
Villupuram District. g Respondents

PRAYER: Criminal Original Petition filed ~under Section 482
Cr.P.C., praying to direct the respondents to provide police
protection ' to -the petitioner and his property based on the
complaint dated 22.01.2016.

For Petitioner :Mr.C.Prabakaran

For Respondent :Mr.C.Emalias,
Additional Public Prosecutor

ORDER

This Criminal Original Petition has been filed to direct the
respondents to provide police protection to the petitioner and
his property based on the complaint dated 22.01.2016.

2. No representation for ~the petitioner on account of
boycott of Courts. However, in Harish Uppal  [Ex.Capt.] Vs Union
of India, reported in . [2003] 2 SCC 45, the Hon'ble Supreme
Court has held that boycott of Courts 1is illegal and therefore,
this Court perused the records, heard the learned Additional
Public Prosecutor and passed orders.

3. Mr.A.Joseph Selvaraj, Inspector of Police, Kanjanur

Police Station, Villupuram, has filed status report, wherein it
is stated that, there are ongoing disputes Dbetween this

https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



petitioner and one Prema and Jaishankar, in connection with
which three cases have been registered 1in Kanjanur Police
Station in Crime Nos.1l76 & 177 of 205 and Crime No.31 of 2016.

4. In the status report, the Inspector of Police, has stated
as follows

“5. It is submitted that during pendency
of the above cases, the petitioner's wife Sudha
lodged complaint against one Veerappan, who is
the President of Nanthivadi Panchayat. Based
on the complaint, a case was registered in
Kanjanur P.S.Crime No.31/2016, U/s.294(b), 5006
(1) IPC against Veerappan and. the same 1is
pending for-investigation

6. It dis submitted that at this stage, the
petiti®oner fidled this presentiipetition for
direction to the respondents to provide police
protection to the petitioner and his property
based .on his complaint dated 22.1.2076.

7. It is submitted that after registration
of the case against both parties, there 1is no
issues arise between themselves, hence, at this
stage, there is no necessity to provide police
protection to the petitioner and his property.”

5. In view of the above, no direction as prayed for by the
petitioner can be passed. However, 1f there 1is any threat or
aggression to | the petitioner 'in future, it 1s open to the
petitioner to approach the police and seek protection.

With the above observation, this Criminal Original Petition

is dismissed.

Sd/=
Assistant Registrar (CS II)

//True Copy//

Sub Assistant Registrar
ds
To

1.The Superintendent of Police,

Villupuram District,
Villupuram.
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2.The Inspector of Police,
Kanjanur Police Station,
Villupuram District.

3.The Public Prosecutor,
High Court, Madras.
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