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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED :  13.03.2019

CORAM :

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE R.SUBBIAH

Contempt Petition No.2554 of 2018

1.R.Seetha Lakshmi
2.R.Murugesan
3.M.Venkatesan
4.C.Balamurugan
5.A.Kannan
6.T.Thomas ... Petitioners

Vs.

Mr.S.K.Prabhakar, I.A.S.,
The State of Tamil Nadu
Rep. by the Secretary
Public Works Department
Fort St.George
Chennai – 600 009. ... Respondent

Contempt  Petition  filed  under  Section  11  of  the 

Contempt  of  Court  Act,1971  to  punish  the  respondent  for 

wilful disobedience of the order passed by the Court in 

W.P.No.36477 of 2016 dated 19.10.2016.

For Petitioners   : Mr.Ashok Kumar.S

For Respondent    : Mr.M.Elumalai
     Government Advocate

  ORDER

Though the order dated 19.10.2016 passed by this Court 

in W.P.No.36477 of 2016, is the subject matter of contempt, 

and out of 32 petitioners in the said writ petition, six 
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petitioners  have  filed  the  present  Contempt  Petition 

alleging  non-compliance  of  the  above  order,  in  and  by 

which,  this  Court,  while  disposing  of  the  said  Writ 

Petition  in  W.P.No.36477  of  2014,  has  directed  the 

respondent  to  consider  the  representation  of  the 

petitioners dated 12.07.2016 and pass appropriate order in 

the  light  of  W.A.No.493  of  2016  dated  25.04.2016  and 

W.A.No.631 of 2016 dated 13.06.2016 and on the basis of the 

proposals of The Chief Engineer (Buildings), Public Works 

Department,  Chepauk,  Chennai  –  600  005,  made  in  Letter 

No.S4(1)/22909/2010  dated  15.02.2011,  on  merits  and  in 

accordance with law, within a period of six weeks from the 

date of receipt of a copy of the order. 

2. Today, when the Contempt Petition is taken up for 

consideration,  the  learned  Government  Advocate  appearing 

for  the  respondent  would  submit  that  pursuant  to  the 

directions  issued  by  this  Court  to  consider  the 

representations of the petitioners, the claim made by the 

petitioners  was  rejected  by  the  respondent  Vide  letter 

No.125/C2/2017-3, dated 31.07.2017 and a copy of the said 

letter is produced for perusal of the Court and a copy is 

also served on the learned counsel for the petitioner.

3. In view of the above, nothing survives for further 

adjudication  in  this  Contempt  Petition  and  hence  it  is 

closed.    However,  the  petitioner  is  at  liberty  to 
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challenge the said proceedings dated 31.07.2017, before the 

appropriate forum, in accordance with law.

 SD/-
               ASSISTANT REGISTRAR(COMM.CASES)
ds

//Certified to be true copy//

Dated at Madras this  the     day of          2019.

COURT OFFICER(O.S.)

from  25th day  of  September  2008  the  Registry  is  issuing 

Certified  copies  of  the  Orders/Judgments/Decrees  in  this 

format.

THS/03/04/2019
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