IN THE H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT MADRAS
DATED : 09. 08. 2021
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTI CE M DHANDAPANI

Crl.O P. No. 6496 of 2018
and
Cl. MP. No. 3388 of 2018

V. Raj akunar an ... Petitioner/Accused

Vs.
State Represented by
I nspector of Police
S-15, Selaiyur Police Station
Chennai .

(Crime No. 1230/2017) ... Respondent/ Conpl ai nant

Prayer: This Cimnal Oiginal Petition filed under Section 482
Cr.P.C. to call for the records culmnated in first information
report in C. No.1230 of 2017 dated 22.07.2017 on the file of
t he respondent police and quash the sane.

For Petitioner : Ms.R Prabhakaran
For Respondents : M.C. E. Pratap
Gover nnment Advocate (Crl. side)

ORDER

This Criminal Oiginal Petition has been filed seeking to
quash the F.1.R in Crine No.1230 of 2017 on the file of the
respondent police.

2. The case of the petitioner is that the petitioner is
wor ki ng as Deputy Manager of Kaleesuwari Refinry Ltd., Manbakkam
Mai n Road, Vengaivasal, Chennai. There are 750 enployees are
working in the factory. Qut of which, there is 250 wonen
enpl oyees are working and the factory is functioning round the
clock. In the nmeanwhile. two TASMAC |iquor shops attached wth
del uxe bar have been opened near the factory prem ses. From the
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day of opening of the abve Tasmac shops, there is continuous
threatening to security and safety of wonen enpl oyees.

3. On 22.07.2017, Vengaivasal Villagers, its President
and t he petitioner's factory enpl oyees or gani zed a
denonstration in front of the Tasmac shops, for which the
respondent police registered a case against the petitioner and
ot her accused persons in Cr.No.1230 of 2017 for the offence
under Section 143 & 188 of | PC.

4. Challenging the sane, the petitioner has filed the
present petition to quash the FIR

5. The | earned counsel for the petitioner submtted that
on 22.07.2017, the petitioner and Vengaivasal Villagers, its
President and the petitioner's factory enployees organized a
denonstration in front of the Tasmac shops in peaceful manner
w thout affecting |law and order. The petitioner is arrayed as
first accused in the FIR But there is no specific overtact
attributed against the petitioner and there is no allegation for
threatening to cause danage to the public property. The nere
fact that the petitioner was a part of group which stood in
front of the Tasnmac shop and raising slogans seeking closure of
Tasmac shops. Hence, the | earned counsel prays to quash the FIR

6. Heard the |earned counsel for the petitioner as well
as the | earned Governnent Advocate (Crl side).

7.The facts of the present case is covered by the
reported Judgnents of this Court in Jeevanandham and ot hers Vs.
State Rep. by Inspector of Police and another reported in (2018)
2 Lw Ol 606 and Sri Raja Vs. State Rep. By Inspector of
Police, Sivakasi Town Police Station, Virudhunagar District, and
another reported in (2019) 2 LWC| 350. Accordingly, the FIR
in Crinme No.393 of 2020, is hereby quashed and the Crimnal
Origi nal Petition IS al | owed. Consequent | vy, connect ed
M scel | aneous Petition is closed.

Sd/ -
Assi stant Registrar (CS-11)

/'l True Copy //

Sub Assistant Registrar
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rli
To

1. The Inspector of Police
S-15, Selaiyur Police Station
Chennai .

2. The Public Prosecutor,
Hi gh Court of the Madras.
Crl.O P. No. 6496 of 2018
and Crl. MP. No. 3388 of 2018
BS( CO)
B. VC (21/ 10/ 2021)
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