
CONT. P(MD)No.3255 of 2025

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT 

Dated : 13.08.2026

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE C.V.KARTHIKEYAN

AND

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE R. SAKTHIVEL

CONT. P(MD)No.3255 of 2025

Bharathiyar Vanika Valagam
Periyar Perunthu Nilayam
Palporul Vanikarkal Munnetra Sangam
Registered No.153/2015
Represented by its Secretary,
A.Karuppandi (Now President)
S/o.Alagarsamy
No.E/55, Bharathiyar Vanika Valagam (Upstairs)
Shopping Complex Bus Stand,
Madurai. ... Petitioner

Vs

1.Tmt.Chitra Vijayan IAS
Commissioner Madurai Corporation
Corporation Building, Arignar Anna Maligai,
Madurai City-2.

2.The Member Secretary,
State Level Environmental Impact Assessment
Authority (SEIAA), 9th Floor,
Metros, CMRL Building,
Annasalai, Ratna Nagar,
Nanthanam, Chennai-600 0035.
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3.The Secretary,
Government of Tamil Nadu,
Environmental Department,
Chennai.                        ... Respondents
[R2 & R3 are suo-motu impleaded vide order
dated 30.04.2026]

PRAYER :-

     Contempt Petition filed under Section 11 of the Contempt of Courts 
Act,  1971,  to  punish  the  contemnor/2nd respondent  for  the  willful 
disobedience of the orders of this Court dated 13.03.2019 made in W.P.
(MD)No.20571 of 2018.

  For Petitioner : Mr.K.K.Senthil
              
  For Respondents : Mr.S.Vinayak for R1

  Mr.Sai Sathyajith for R2

  Mr.S.I.Muthiah
Additional Government Pleader for R3

ORDER

     (Order of the Court was made by C.V.Karthikeyan, J.)

The  Contempt  Petition  has  been  filed  by  an  association 

complaining  that  the directions  issued  in  W.P(MD)No.20571 of  2018, 

dated  13.03.2019  had  not  been  complied  with.  That  particular  writ 
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petition was taken up for consideration by a Division Bench along with 

two  other  writ  petitions.  All  three  writ  petitions  related  to  the 

construction of a  new Periyar Bus Stand and the consequent collatoral 

difficulties faced by the existing shop owners, who had been directed to 

vacate. They were under the impression that they would be re-inducted as 

lessees. However, the authorities took a decision to put up their shops for 

auction. They were then directed to be re-inducted if they had not been in 

arrears. 

2.The issue, therefore, was whether the erstwhile lessees had any 

arrears of rent or had paid the entire rent. This is an issue which will have 

to be examined by the respondents on a case to case basis with respect to 

each lessee. Before us, the list of traders who had paid the rent, the list of 

traders who had not paid the rent, and the list of traders who had sublet 

the portions had been forwarded to this Court. That had been noted in our 

order dated 11.08.2026, which is as follows:

“The  learned  Standing  Counsel  for  the  first  

respondent/Madurai  Corporation  had  forwarded  the  list  of  

traders, who were the original licensees, who are 272 in number 
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and the total arrears payable towards the lease amount by them 

is Rs.2,50,10,569/-. Additionally, the list of sub-lessees had also  

been given and the total number of sub-lessees are 174 and the 

total arrears is Rs.1,00,79,271/-. 

2.We  make  it  clear  that  unless  the  entire  areas  are  

cleared, there cannot be any allotment and the contempt is not  

made out. 

3.The  learned  Counsel  for  the  petitioner  states  that  he  

would like to get instructions, but this is a fact known exclusively  

to the members of the petitioner association. They would have  

known if they had paid the lease amount or not.”

3.Today,  the  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  produced  one 

volume  of  receipts  issued  by  the  first  respondent  towards  the  lease 

amount  paid.  Copies  of  the  same have been forwarded to  the  learned 

Standing counsel for the respondents. We are not retaining any copy for 

the Court records. The respondents may verify whether each one of the 

traders had paid the rent and also verify the documents now furnished 

and then taken an appropriate decision. Any directions issued in the order 

of the Division Bench while deciding the writ petition would be binding 

on all the parties to the writ petition. 
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4.With  the  above  observations,  the  contempt  petition  stands 

closed.

                               (C.V.K., J.)       &        (R.S.V., J.)

                                                    13.08.2026

     
sji
NCC : Yes/No

To

1.Tmt.Chitra Vijayan IAS
Commissioner Madurai Corporation
Corporation Building, Arignar Anna Maligai,
Madurai City-2.

2.The Member Secretary,
State Level Environmental Impact Assessment
Authority (SEIAA), 9th Floor,
Metros, CMRL Building,
Annasalai, Ratna Nagar,
Nanthanam, Chennai-600 0035.

3.The Secretary,
Government of Tamil Nadu,
Environmental Department,
Chennai.
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C.V.KARTHIKEYAN, J.

and

R.SAKTHIVEL, J.

sji

CONT. P(MD)No.3255 of 2025

                              Date  : 13.08.2026

6/6

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


