
W.P.(MD)No.19479 of 2020

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED : 06.01.2021
CORAM :

 THE HONOURABLE Mrs. JUSTICE R. HEMALATHA
W.P.(MD)No.19479 of 2020

Fr.Jayaraj ...  Petitioner
Vs.

1.The Superintendant of Police,
   Dindigul District,
   Dindigul.

2.The Inspector of Police,
   Batlagundu Police Station,
   Dindigul District.
3.Narayanan
4.Ponnammal ...  Respondents

PRAYER:-  Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of

India seeking for a Writ of Mandamus, directing the respondents 1
and 2 to give adequate police protection for erection of fencing
work around the St.Xavier Church and comprised in Survey No.279,
measuring 4.27 acres,based on the Petitioner's representation dated
24.11.2020.

For Petitioner  : Mr.J.William Christopher

For Respondents 1 & 2  : Mr.R.Saravana Kumar

   Government Advocate (Crl. Side)

ORDER

By  consent,  this  writ  petition  is  taken  up  for  final
disposal at the stage of admission itself.

2.Heard,  Mr.J.William  Christopher,  learned  counsel
appearing  for  the  petitioner  and  Mr.R.Saravana  Kumar,  learned
Government Advocate (Crl. Side) appearing for the respondents 1 to
3. 

3.The  main  grievance  of  the  petitioner  is  that  the
petitioner is serving as a Pastor in St.Xavier Church, which is
under the management of Roman Catholic Arch Diocese of Madurai and
that on 14.09.2020 around 7.00 p.m. while prayers were going on in
the Church, some unknown persons hurled petrol bomb on the wall of
the Church and escaped from the scene of the offence.  His further
contention  is  that  on  account  of  the  above  said  incident,  the
petitioner  with  his  men  started  fencing  the  Church  and  the
respondents 3 and 4 and some other identifiable persons came over to
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the work site and raised objections.

4.Mr.R.Saravana  Kumar,  learned  Government  Advocate
appearing  for  the  respondents  contended  that  the  petitioner  has
submitted two representations one dated 19.11.2020 and another dated
24.11.2020 and that both are pending for passing orders.

5.Without going into the merits of the case projected by
the petitioner either in his representation or in the affidavit,
this  Court  directs  the  second  respondent  to  consider  the
representation,  dated  24.11.2020  submitted  by  the  petitioner  and
pass necessary orders in accordance with law and on merits, after
giving due notice to the respondents 3 and 4, within a period of
four weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this order.

6.With  the  above  direction,  the  Writ  Petition  stands
disposed of.  No costs. 

Sd/-

Assistant Registrar (Crl.Side)

// True Copy //

                  /  /2021
Sub Assistant Registrar(CS)

rm

Note In  view  of  the  present  lock  down
owing  to  COVID-19  pandemic,  a  web
copy  of  the  order  may  be  utilized
for official purposes, but, ensuring
that the copy of the order that is
presented is the correct copy, shall
be  the  responsibility  of  the
advocate/litigant concerned.

To
1.The Superintendant of Police,
   Dindigul District,Dindigul.

2.The Inspector of Police,
   Batlagundu Police Station,Dindigul District.

3.The Additional Public Prosecutor,
   Madurai Bench of Madras High Court, Madurai.
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