
Cont.P.No.706 of 2022

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 07.11.2022

CORAM : 

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE S.VAIDYANATHAN

Cont.P.No.706 of 2022          

R.Davendiran      ... Petitioner / Petitioner

-vs-

Tmt.S.Madhumathi, I.A.S.,

The Commissioner,

Adi Dravidar and Tribal Welfare Department,

Chepakkam, Chennai-5.              .... Respondents/Respondent No.1

Prayer: Contempt petition filed under Section 11 of the Contempt of Courts Act, 

1971  to  punish  the  respondent  for  wilful  disobedience  of  the  order  dated 

17.03.2021 passed in W.P.No.6917 of 2021.

For Petitioner : Mr.P.Ganesan

  For M/s.C.S.Associates

For Respondents   : Mr.S.John J.Rajasingh

  Addl. Govt. Pleader

*****

O R D E R

The contempt petition has been filed to punish the respondent for her wilful 

disobedience of the order of this Court dated 17.03.2021 made in W.P.No.6917 of 

2021.
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2. Learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that though a direction 

was issued to the 1st respondent to consider and pass an order on the representation 

made  by the  petitioner,  the  said  direction  has  not  been  complied  with  so  far. 

However, he has produced a copy of the reply dated 13.07.2021 received by the 

petitioner under RTI Act, in which the Writ Petition pertaining to the petitioner has 

been duly mentioned.

3.  It  is  seen that  though the decision taken on the  representation of  the 

petitioner has not been communicated to him, a perusal of the contents in the RTI 

reply issued by the District Adi Dravidar and Tribal Welfare Department reveals 

that it is a decision taken by the respondents on the basis of the order of this Court, 

as the Writ Petition filed by the petitioner has been referred to in the reply. Hence, 

I  am of  the view that  no contempt has been made out as on date.  Hence, this 

Contempt petition is closed and the contemnor is discharged from the contempt 

proceedings. If the petitioner is still aggrieved, it is open to him to challenge the 

decision taken, if so advised, which has been furnished to him under RTI Act.
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