BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED : 28.02.2025
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE P. DHANABAL

Crl.O.P(MD)No.3838 of 2025

S.Banusundar ... Petitioner
Vs

1. The State of Tamil Nadu,

Rep. by the Superintendent of Police,

Pudukottai District,

Pudukottai.

2. The Inspector of Police,

Viralimalai Police Station,

Viralimalai,

Pudukottai District.

3. Palaniyandi

4. Maruthayee

5. Sekar

6. Vadivel

7. Kumar ... Respondents

PRAYER: Criminal Original petitions have been filed under Section 528

of BNSS to direct the second respondent to provide adequate police
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protection to the life and limb of the petitioner from the Respondents 3 to 7.

For Petitioner : Mrs.S.Keethana
For R1 and R2 : Mr.M.Sakthi Kumar
Government Advocate (Crl.Side)

For R3 to R7 : Mr.M.Deepan Chakravarthi.

ORDER

This Criminal Original Petition has been filed seeking a direction
to second respondent to provide adequate police protection to the life and

limb of the petitioner from the Respondents 3 to 7.

2.According to the petitioner, there is a dispute between the
petitioner and the private respondents in respect of the property in S.No.
72/26. Originally the property belongs to the petitioner but the private
respondents very often interfered with possession of the property and
caused trouble. Already on 19.03.2023, the private respondents have

extorted the petitioner, for which complaint was lodged before the second
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respondent and the same was closed without registering an FIR. Again,
now, the private respondents are causing life threat to the petitioner. Hence

this petition.

3.The learned Government Advocate (Crl.Side) appearing for the
respondent police would submit that the petitioner lodged the complaint
before the second respondent, for which enquiry was conducted and on
19.02.2025, the private respondents have appeared for enquiry but the
petitioner has not appeared. However, the respondent police will complete

the enquiry within one week.

4. The learned Counsel for the private respondents 3 to 7 would
submit that there is a property dispute between the parties and thereby, the
petitioner lodged the false complaint, however, the private respondents have

appeared before the respondent police for enquiry.

5.Since the second respondent has admitted the pendency of the
petitioner's complaint, the second respondent is directed to complete the
enquiry, within a period of one week from the date of this order in

accordance with law.
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6.With the above direction,

disposed of.

Internet :Yes
Index :Yes/No
NCC :Yes/No
LR

To

1. The State of Tamil Nadu,

Rep. by the Superintendent of Police,
Pudukottai District,

Pudukottai.

2. The Inspector of Police,
Viralimalai Police Station,
Viralimalai,

Pudukottai District.

3.The Additional Public Prosecutor,

Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
Madurai.
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this Criminal Original Petition is

28.02.2025
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P. DHANABAL, J.

LR

Crl.0.P(MD)No.3838 of 2025

28.02.2025



