BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED : 20.03.2019

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE N.SESHASAYEE

W.P. (MD)No.6479 of 2019

Senthilvel ... Petitioner
Vs.

1.The Director General of Police,
Directorate of Police Department,
Chennai.

2.The Assistant Director General of Police,
Directorate of Police Department, Chennai.

3.The Commissioner of Police,
Trichy District, Trichy.

4.The Superintendant of Police,
Pudukottai District, Pudukottai.

5.The Inspector of Police,
Uraiyur Police Station,
Uraiyur, Trichy District.

6.The Inspector of Police,
Illuppur Police Station, Iluppur,
Pudukottai.

7.Sami

8.M.Palaniyappan

9.Thangavel

10.Mahesh @ Saiprasath

11.Palani @ Rappoosal Palani

12.Bala @ Kookur Bala

13.Annadurai

14.R.M.K.Karuppiah

15.R.Murugesan

16.Masi

17.Vivekl @ Karai Vivek

19.Vadakku 4m Veethi Saravanan

20.Swami @ Swaminathan

21.Jaili @ Jayakumar ... Respondents
hnSW£5%¥%£%$@a%&%5g§ition - filed under Article 226 of the Constitution

peinSE thaia, "to ‘Issue a Writ of Mandamus, directing the respondent
Nos.l to 6 to grant necessary Police protection to the petitioner



2

and petitioner family members and his properties on the basis of the
petitioner's representation dated 09.03.2019.

For Petitioner : Mr.A.Joseph Jerry
For R1 to RG6 : Mrs.S.Bharathi
Government Advocate (Crl. Side)
ORDER

The present petitioner fears that he would be abducted by the
respondents 7 to 20 for ransom and consequently fears threat to his
life, limb and property.

2.The learned counsel appearing for the petitioner submitted
that the petitioner's wife had given sequence of complaints to the
respondents Police, but no action has been taken. Therefore, on
09.03.2019 he has preferred a fresh complaint to the sixth
respondent and even that is not being considered.

3.Heard the learned counsel appearing for the petitioner and
the learned Government Advocate (Crl. side) appearing for the
respondents 1 to 6.

4.The learned Government Advocate (Crl. side) appearing for the
respondents submitted that a copy o0of the same has also Dbeen
forwarded to the fifth respondent and it has been received only
today (20.03.2019).

4 .Now the fifth respondent is directed to cause such necessary
enquiry to ascertain the merits of the allegations made in and take
such appropriate decision to secure the 1life, 1limb and liberty of
the petitioner. The fifth respondent is directed to dispose of the
matter within a period of three weeks from the date of receipt of a
copy of this order. The Assistant Commissioner of ©Police,
Trichirappalli, is directed to monitor the course of such enquiry.

5.In view of the above, the Writ Petition stands disposed of.

No costs.
Sd/ -
Assistant Registrar (CS III)
// True Copy //
Sub Assistant Registrar (CS)
To

1.The Director General of Police,
Directorate of Police Department,
Chennai.

https://hcservices.ecouyrts.gov.in/hcservices/ ., . .
P e RS A S Y S8 N Director General of Police,
Directorate of Police Department, Chennai.



3.The Commissioner of Police,
Trichy District, Trichy.

4.The Superintendant of Police,
Pudukottai District, Pudukottai.

5.The Inspector of Police,
Uraiyur Police Station,
Uraiyur, Trichy District.

6.The Inspector of Police,
Illuppur Police Station, Iluppur,
Pudukottai.

Copy to:
The Assistant Commissioner of Police,
Thiruchirappalli.

+lcc to Mr.A.JOSEPH JERRY, Advocate, SR.No.55452

W.P. (MD)No.6479 of 2019
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