
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

Dated:  20/6/2022

C O R A M

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE N. SATHISH KUMAR

Crl. O.P. No.9320 of 2022 

S. Murugesan ... Petitioner 

Vs

1.  The Superintendent of Police
     Office of the Superintendent of Police 
     Krishnagiri.
2.  The Deputy Superintendent of Police
     Bargur
     Krishnagiri District.
3.  The Inspector of Police
     Barur Police Station 
     Krishnagiri District.
4.  The Assistant Engineer (TNEB)
      Pannandur, Pochampalli Taluk
      Krishnagiri District.
5.  Venkatesan
6.  Jothi
7.  Kulathaiyamma ... Respondents 

PRAYER :  Criminal Original Petition filed under Section 482
Cr.P.C., to  direct the respondents 1 to 3 to provide Police
protection to the officials and workers engaged by the fourth
respondent for erecting electric pole and electricity connection
in his land in S.Nos.102/1 and 102/2A situated at Papparapatti
Village, Pochampalli Taluk, Krishnagiri District.

For Petitioner   ... Mr.M.Mohamed Riyaz

For Respondents  ... Mr.A.Gokulakrishnan
Additional Public Prosecutor 
for R.R.1 to 3.
No appearance 
for R.R.4, 6 and 7
Mr.N.Ponraj
for R.5.

 

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



O R D E R

This Criminal Original Petition has been filed  to direct
the  respondents  1  to  3  to  provide  Police  protection  to  the
officials  and  workers  engaged  by  the  fourth  respondent  for
erecting electric pole  in S.Nos.102/1 and 102/2A situated at
Papparapatti Village, Pochampalli Taluk, Krishnagiri District.

2.  Heard Mr.M.Mohamed Riyaz, learned counsel appearing for
the  petitioner,  Mr.A.Gokulakrishnan, learned Additional  Public
Prosecutor for the respondents 1 to 3 and Mr.N.Ponraj, learned
counsel for the fifth respondent.

3.   The  learned  counsel  appearing  for  the  petitioner
submitted that when the fourth respondent gave application to
the  third  respondent  to  give  Police  protection  to  the  E.B
officials to erect the pole in the land of the petitioner, the
respondents 1 to 3 are not providing Police protection. 

4.  Mr.N.Ponraj, learned counsel appearing for the fifth
respondent submitted that if the petitioner is not causing any
disturbance, he has no objection in erecting the pole by the E.B
officials, in S.Nos.102/1 and 102/2A.

5.  In such a view of the matter, in the event of any
disturbance is caused by the private respondents, viz., 5 to 7,
while erecting the electricity pole in the land allotted to the
petitioner,  petitioner is at liberty to approach the Police for
protection to the officials and workers engaged by the fourth
respondent.   On  such  request  made  by  the  petitioner,  the
respondents  Police  shall  provide  necessary  protection  to  the
officials to carry out their work.

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

Sd/-
Assistant Registrar(CS-VII)

//True copy//

Sub Assistant Registrar

mvs.
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To

1.  The Superintendent of Police
     Office of the Superintendent of Police 
     Krishnagiri.

2.  The Deputy Superintendent of Police
     Bargur
     Krishnagiri District.

3.  The Inspector of Police
     Barur Police Station 
     Krishnagiri District.

4.  The Assistant Engineer (TNEB)
      Pannandur, Pochampalli Taluk
      Krishnagiri District.

5.  The Public Prosecutor, 
     High Court, Madras.

+1cc to Mr.M.Mohamed Riyaz, Advocate SR.No.37095

Crl. O.P. No.9320 of 2022

GPL(CO)
GMY(01/07/2022)
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