IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED : 23.03.2017
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE R.MAHADEVAN

Crl.0.P.No.4221 of 2017

Palepalli Sri Gangamman Alaya
Committee Sangam, Palepalli
rep. by its Secretary P.M.Chinnasamy ce Petitioner

Vs

l.State rep. by the
Deputy Superintendent of Police,
Burgur Taluk,
Krishnagiri District.

2.State rep. by
Inspector of Police,
Bargur Taluk,
Krishnagiri District. - Respondents

Criminal Original Petition filed wunder Section 482
Cr.P.C. to direct the respondents to provide police protection
to the petitioner Sangam based on their representation dated

03.01.2017.
For Petitioner : Mrs.P.T.Asha for
M/s.Sarvabhauman Associates
For respondents : Mr.C.Emalias,

Addl. Public Prosecutor
ORDER

This Criminal- Original Petition has been filed seeking
a direction to the respondents to provide police protection to
the petitioner Sangam based on their representation dated
03.01.2017.

2. According to the ©petitioner, by order dated

29.06.2015, 1in SA Nos.551 to 553 of 2015, filed by the
petitioner herein, this Court has directed the respondents

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



therein not to interfere with the management of Sri Gangamman
Temple, till such time, they file their counter. Despite the
same, the respondents therein were interfering with the affairs
and management of the temple, which forced the petitioner to
seek police protection for every time. Now, the petitioner 1is
preparing to conduct Ugadi festival, which is scheduled to be
held on 29.03.2017 and 30.03.2017. Apprehending law and order
situation being created by the respondents as arrayed in the
second appeals, the petitioner made a representation dated
03.01.2017 seeking police protection enabling them to conduct
the festival without any disturbance. Finding no response, the
present petition came to be filed.

3. Heard the learned counsel for the petitioner and the
learned Additional Public Prosecutor appearing for the
respondents and perused the documents placed before this Court.

4. Considering the facts and circumstances of the case
and also taking note of the fact that by order dated 29.06.2015,
this Court 'has already directed the respondents in the second
appeals, not to interfere with the management of the temple till
they file' their counter, Wbl Cilngame. 5 stidd in force, the
respondents herein—are directed to consider. the representation
of the petitioner dated 03.01.2017 and provide police protection
to the petitioner for the purpose as observed by this Court in
the order dated 29.06.2015, in SA Nos.551 to 553 of 2015. The
same will be at the'cost of the petitioner.

5. "With the above direction, this Criminal Original
Petition is disposed of.

e/
Assistant Registrar
//True Copy//

Sub Assistant Registrar

rk
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To

1. The Deputy Superintendent of Police,
Burgur Taluk,
Krishnagiri District.

2. The Inspector of Police,
Bargur Taluk,

Krishnagiri District.

3. The Public Prosecutor,
High Court, Madras-

+lcc to Mr.Sarvabhuman Asso., , Advocate, S.R.No.18353
Crl.0.P.No.4221 of 2017

SKS (CO)
RS (28/03/2017)
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