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ORDER: 

 

 The petitioner p rays for Mandamus to d irec t respondents 1 to 

3 to ac t in ac c ordanc e with law and  p rovide polic e p rotec tion to 

petitioner c ompany to c a rry on mining opera tions in an extent of 

7.20 sq . Kms. in va rious survey numbers as desc ribed  in 

G.O.Ms.No.31 da ted  06..02.2004,   Srikakulam Distric t. 

 The 3rd  respondent filed  c ounter a ffidavit and  submits tha t 

severa l c rimes were reg istered  on the c omp la int filed  by the 

petitioner.  There a re serious d isputes between the petitioner and  

the unoffic ia l respondents. The 3rd  respondent c annot resolve these 

d isputes.   

From the stand  taken in the c ounter a ffidavit, it is c lea r tha t 

3rd  respondent expresses inab ility to p rovide polic e p rotec tion firstly, 

the d ispute between the pa rties is c ivil in na ture and  sec ond ly, 

unless and  until an order is passed  by c ompetent Court p rotec ting  

the possession of petitioner, the p rayer for polic e p rotec tion to 

p rotec t vast extent of 7.20 sq .kms. is not ma inta inab le. 

 I have perused  the a ffidavit, ma teria l papers and  c ounter 

a ffidavit of respondent No.3.  This Court is of the view tha t the 

p rayer is genera l and  seeks d irec tly p rotec tion from Polic e to 

enab le the petitioner to undertake mining  opera tions.  The 

petitioner, if so advised , has to move the c ompetent Court for 

p rotec tion of its rights and  enjoyment and  therea fter, in sp ite of 



 2 

prohib itory order by the Court, the unoffic ia l respondents interfere 

then polic e p rotec tion c an be c la imed before the tria l Court.  The 

instant p rayer substantia lly seeks enforc ement of orders whic h a re 

passed  by the Mines and  Minera ls Department.  In the c onsidered  

view of this Court, the writ p rayer for a  d irec tion to p rovide polic e 

p rotec tion does not sa tisfy the requirements of writ of Mandamus 

and  this Court is not persuaded  with the materia l filed  by petitioner. 

 The writ petition fa ils and  is ac c ord ing ly d ismissed .  No order 

as to c osts.  

 

 Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, sha ll stand  c losed .                                        

      

                                                                          

                  ___________ 

                          S.V.BHATT, J 

 

Da te: 27.11.2017 
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