Crl.O.P.(MD)No.1123 of 2026

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED : 22.01.2026
CORAM:
THE HONOURABLE MRS.JUSTICE L.VICTORIA GOWRI

Crl.O.P.(MD)No.1123 0f 2026

M.Arul Venis ... Petitioner
Vs.

1. The State of Tamilnadu Rep. By,
The Superintendent of Police,
Ramanathapuram District,
Ramanathapuram.

2. The Deputy Superintendent Of Police,
Rameswaram,
Rameswaram District.
3. The Inspector of Police,
Rameswaram Town Police Station,
Ramanathapuram District.
4. Senthilkumar
5. S. Bhavani
6. R.R. Thangaraj
7. R.R. Manikandan ... Respondents
PRAYER : Petition filed under Section 528 of BNSS, 2023 seeking to issue a
direction directing the 3™ respondent not to interfere the civil dispute in respect

of property in O.S.No. 5 of 2026 on the file of the District Munsif,

Rameswaram based on the petitioner's representation dated 12.01.2026.
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For Petitioner : Mr.T.Veerakumar
For Respondents : Mr.M.Sakthi Kumar (R1 to R3)

Government Advocate

ORDER

The petitioner seeks for a direction to the 3™ respondent not to interfere
the civil dispute in respect of property in O.S.No. 5 of 2026 on the file of the
District Munsif, Rameswaram, based on the petitioner's representation dated

12.01.2026.

2. The learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that the respondent
police is illegally interfering with the civil dispute and thereby harassing the

petitioner continuously. Hence, this petition came to be filed.

3. The learned Government Advocate appearing for the respondent
police submitted that the petitioner and the fourth respondent are neighbours
and that a dispute has arisen between them with regard to a pathway and
boundary. It is further submitted that both parties have lodged complaints
before the respondent police, pursuant to which CSR No.13 of 2026 and CSR

No.14 of 2026 have been issued. The said complaints are presently pending

2/4

https://lwww.mhc.tn.gov.in/judis



Crl.O.P.(MD)No.1123 of 2026

enquiry, and it is stated that the enquiry has not progressed effectively due to

non-cooperation on the part of the parties concerned.

4. Heard the learned counsel on either side. Since no adverse order is
proposed to be passed against the private respondents, notice to them is

dispensed with.

5. Considering the facts and circumstances of the case and the nature of
the dispute, which appears to be predominantly civil in character relating to
pathway and boundary issues, this Court is of the view that the respondent
police shall not interfere in the said civil dispute any further. The respondent
police are directed to advise the respective parties to approach the competent

civil forum to work out their remedies in the manner known to law.

6. With the above direction, this Criminal Original Petition stands

disposed of.
22.01.2026
NCC : Yes/No
Index : Yes/No
Sm
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L.VICTORIA GOWRI, J.

Sm

=

TO:-

1. The Superintendent of Police,
Ramanathapuram District,
Ramanathapuram.

[\

. The Deputy Superintendent Of Police,
Rameswaram,
Rameswaram District.

3. The Inspector of Police,
Rameswaram Town Police Station,
Ramanathapuram District.

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

Madurai.
Order made in
Crl.O.P.(MD)No.1123 0f 2026
Dated
22.01.2026
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