
Crl.O.P.No.20474 of 2025

 IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS 

     DATED : 22.07.2025

Coram: 

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE P.VELMURUGAN
                     

Crl.O.P.No.20474 of 2025

S.Saravanan
Director of M/s.Sachin Hitech Industries Pvt. Ltd.
Registered office at
No.1/62-3A, Ravi Colony
1st Street, St. Thomas Mount
Chennai - 600 016 ... Petitioner

Vs.
1. The Inspector of Police
    C-2 Sunguvarchathiram Police Station
    Kancheepuram District

2. Kumutha (Proprietrix)
    W/o Domnic
    A.D.K. Enterprises
    Flat No.3/458, A.D.K. House
    Madha Kovil Street
    Echoor, Kancheepuram District ... Respondents
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Prayer:  Criminal  Original  Petition  filed  under  Section  528 of  B.N.S.S.,  to 

direct the first respondent police not to harass the petitioner under the pretext 

of enquiry. 

For Petitioner        :  Mr.D.Hari Prasad

For First Respondent     :  Mr.S.Vinoth Kumar
    Government Advocate (Crl. Side)

 ORDER

This Criminal Original Petition has been filed by the petitioner to  direct 

the first  respondent  police  not  to  harass  the petitioner under  the pretext  of 

enquiry.

2.  The learned counsel  for  the petitioner submitted that  based on the 

complainant lodged by the defacto complainant/second respondent, earlier the 

respondent police issued summons and on receipt of the same, the petitioner 

appeared before the first respondent police and narrated that the dispute is only 

contractual transaction and civil in nature and despite the same, they are again 
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and  again  sending  summons  and  harassing  the  petitioner  since  the  defacto 

complainant is a Ward Counselor and belongs to the ruling party. Further, the 

second respondent has filed a civil suit for recovery and despite the same, with 

the  help  of  the  first  respondent  police,  the  second  respondent  is  trying  to 

exploit money from the petitioner. 

3. The learned Government Advocate (Crl. Side) appearing for the first 

respondent police submitted that summons were issued to the petitioner, but he 

did not appear. 

4. A perusal of the summon issued by the first respondent police shows 

that there was a commercial transaction between the parties and the dispute is 

civil in nature. 

5.  Therefore,  the  first  respondent  is  directed  to  not  to  harass  the 

petitioner and not to interfere with the civil dispute. 

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

of at the admission stage itself.
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7.  However, the second respondent is at liberty to work out her remedy 

in the manner known to law.

22.07.2025
Index     : Yes / No 
Speaking Order : Yes / No
Neutral Citation Case : Yes/No
ksa-2
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To

1. The Inspector of Police
    C-2 Sunguvarchathiram Police Station
    Kancheepuram Districts

2.The Public Prosecutor
    High Court of Madras, Chennai.
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P.VELMURUGAN,J.

Ksa-2
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