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CRL.OP(MD) NO.3022 of 2025

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED : 18.02.2025

CORAM:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE P.DHANABAL

CRL. O.P(MD) No0.3022 of 2025

Chinnammal ... Petitioner
VS.

1.The Superintendent of Police,
O/o. the Superintendent of Police,
Pudukottai.

2.The Inspector of Police,
Ponnamaravathi Police Station,
Pudukottai.

3.Anjalai

4. Ammachi
5.Subbaiah
6.Adaikkan
7.Rajendran
8.Chinnan
9.Andi

10.Rasu
11.Shanmugam
12.Alagu
13.Nallu
14.Raman
15.Dhamodaran
16.Packiam ... Respondents
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PRAYER: Criminal Original Petition filed under Section 528 of
Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita (BNSS), 2023 to direct the second
respondent to provide adequate police protection to the life and limb of
the petitioner within the time stipulated by this Court on the basis of the
petitioner’s representation dated 31.12.2024.

For petitioner : Mr.B.Jamelarasu

For Respondents : Mr.M.Sakthi Kumar,
Government Advocate (Crl.Side) for R1 & R2

sk kock ok

ORDER

This petition has been filed by the petitioner to direct the second
respondent to provide adequate police protection to the petitioner within
the stipulated time fixed by this Court, based on her representation, dated

31.12.2024.

2. The learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that there are
some disputes between the petitioner and the third respondent, claiming
that she is the second wife of the son of the petitioner, thereby, all the
private respondents together prevented the petitioner to enter into her
house and also caused life threat. Thereby, she sent a representation, dated

31.12.2024 and the same has not been considered by the police.
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3. The learned Government Advocate (Crl.Side) appearing for the
respondents 1 and 2 would submit that based on the complaint given by
the petitioner, they conducted enquiry and closed the complaint. Since the
third respondent is claiming that she is the second wife of the son of the
petitioner, there is a dispute between the parties. Since already the
representation filed by the petitioner was considered and closed, the

present petition is liable to be dismissed.

4. This Court heard both sides and perused the records.

5. Considering the limited scope of the prayer sought for in this
petition, this Court, even without issuing notice to the private
respondents/respondents 3 to 16, is inclined to dispose of this petition.
Since already the representation of the petitioner was considered by the
respondents police and the same was also closed, this Court disposed of
this petition with a liberty to the petitioner to approach the second
respondent police, if any life threat made by anybody and if any complaint
received by the second respondent police, they shall consider the same

and take appropriate action in accordance with law.
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6. With the above said observations, this Criminal Original Petition

18 closed.
18.02.2025
NCC : Yes/No
Index : Yes/No
Internet : Yes/No
apd
To

1.The Superintendent of Police,
O/o. the Superintendent of Police,
Pudukottai.

2.The Inspector of Police,
Ponnamaravathi Police Station,
Pudukottai.

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

apd
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