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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED  03.07.2015

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE T.S.SIVAGNANAM

Contp. No. 1300 of 2015

Sanjay Tulsyan .. Petitioner 

         Vs

Pragadha

The Tahsildar

Office of the Tahsildar

Sollinganallur

Kancheepuram District. .. Respondent 

PRAYER : Petition filed under section 11  of the Contempt

of Courts Act, to punish the respondent for having contempt

by  disobeying  the  orders  of  this  Court  dated  05.02.2015

made in W.P.No.2793 of 2015 and order dated 13.03.2015 made

in Review Application No.30 of 2015 in W.P.No.2793 of 2015. 

For Petitioner :Mr.S.Ashok Kumar 

For Respondent : Mr.T.N.Rajagopalan, 

  Special Govt. Pleader

   O R D E R  

This Contempt Petition has been filed alleging willful

disobedience  of  the  order  and  direction  issued  by  this

Court dated 05.02.2015 in W.P.No.2793 of 2015 and the order

dated 13.03.2015 made in Review Application No.30 of 2015

in W.P.No.2793 of 2015.

2.Initially the Writ Petition was disposed of by an

order  dated  05.02.2015,  wherein  following  direction  was

issued:https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/
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"5.Since the writ petition is disposed

of at the admission stage without notice to

the  second  respondent,  the  merits  of  the

allegation  made  by  the  petitioner  in  the

writ  petition  as  well  as  the  first

respondent to consider and decide the same

on merits and in accordance with law."

In compliance of the said order, notice was issued to

the  petitioner  by  the  Tahsildar,  Shollinganallur,  vide

notice dated 13.2.2015.  Thereafter, the second respondent

in the Writ Petition filed a Review Petition before this

Court  in  Review  Application  No.30  of  2015  and  the  said

Review  Application  was  disposed  of  by  an  order  dated

13.03.2015.  The operative portion of the order reads as

follows:

"4.In  the  light  of  the  above,  it  is

clarified  that  the  first  respondent  was

directed  to  consider  only  the  petitioner's

representation  after  notice  to  the  review

applicant/second respondent.  Accordingly, the

Tahsildar  shall  comply  with  the  direction

strictly by only considering the representation

of  the  writ  petitioner  Mr.Sanjay  Tulsiyan,

after issuing notice to the writ petitioner and

review  applicant/second respondent in the writ

petition."

3.The  grievance  of  the  petitioner  is  that  now  the
https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/
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respondent has not proceeded with the matter actively and

there is a lethargy in the matter. 

4.It  is  seen  that  while  issuing  direction  in  the

Review Application, no time limit was fixed by this Court.

5.Accordingly,  the  Contempt  Petition  is  closed,  by

directing  the  respondent  to  comply  with  the  order  and

direction issued by this Court dated 13.03.2015, in Review

Application No.30 of 2015 in W.P.No.2793 of 2015, referred

supra, within a period of three months from the date of

receipt of a copy of this order, if there is no other legal

impediments.          

rpa

     SD/

     DEPUTY REGISTRAR(CLAA)

//Certified to be true copy//

Dated at Madras this the    day of          2015.

COURT OFFICER(O.S.)

From 25th Day of September 2008 the Registry is issuing

certified  copies  of  the  Orders/Judgments/Decrees  in  this

format.

To

The Tahsildar

Office of the Tahsildar

Sollinganallur

Kancheepuram District. 

https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/


