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Suo Motu Cont.P.No.1480 of 2024

M.S.RAMESH. J.
and
SUNDER MOHAN. J.

(Order of the Court was made by M.S.RAMESH, J.)

On 24.04.2024, we had passed an order in this Suo motu Contempt
Petition, calling upon the contemnor to show cause as to why contempt
proceedings should not be initiated against him for making scandalous
allegations against the sitting Judge of the Hon'ble Supreme Court, as
well as three sitting Judges of this Court. The said order reads as follows:

"The contemnor is facing suo motu contempt
proceedings in Suo Motu Contempt Petition No.142 of 2020,
pursuant to the administrative orders passed by the then
portfolio judges of Thiruallur District, before whom certain
messages containing scandalous allegations against a few
District Judges and the Judges of the Hon'ble Supreme
Court, posted by the contemnor in his facebook account
were placed. The Hon'ble Acting Chief Justice had
approved the said minutes of the portfolio Judges and then
the Registry had numbered the suo motu contempt case as

above.

2. When Suo Motu Cont.P.No.142 of 2020 was listed
before us on 04.03.2024, we directed fresh notice to the
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contemnor returnable by 04.04.2024. On 04.04.2024, the
contemnor was present and we directed the appearance of

the contemnor on all further hearings and posted the case

for hearing on 22.04.2024, for framing of charges.

3. In the meantime, the contemnor had been
repeatedly sending communications through Registered
Post to both of us directly and to Mr.Vijay Shankar, learned
counsel for the High Court, making scandalous and
frivolous allegations against us and other learned Judge of
this Court and the Hon'ble Supreme Court. While we were
exploring the further course of action on all those
communications, on 22.04.2024, the contemnor filed a
petition dated 22.04.2024 seeking permission to record the
proceedings before this Court in his mobile phone. In this
petition, he has made certain false and frivolous allegations.
Along with the petition he had enclosed a copy of the letter
dated 17.04.2024 containing eight pages purported to have
been sent by him to the Hon'ble Chief Justice of India
making unsavoury remarks and scandalous allegations
against High Court Judges in which the pictures of three
sitting Judges of this Court and a picture of a sitting Judge
of the Hon'ble Supreme Court, are found. He had also

given the translated version of the said letter.

4. Since, this letter containing scandalous and

reckless allegations amount to contempt of Court on the
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face of the Court, we asked the contemnor on 22.04.2024 as
to whether he was aware of the procedure, to which he
replied that he was aware of the same and that it was this

Court, which was ignorant of the procedure.

5. We went through the contents of the letter dated
17.04.2024 annexed to the petition filed by the contemnor in
detail and when the matter was listed today, we asked the
contemnor as to whether he had written the letter
containing those scandalous allegations and whether he
stood by those allegations. He not only replied in the
affirmative but also challenged us to take contempt action

against him.

6. The contemnor who is already facing contempt
proceedings before us, has committed another contempt in
the face of the Court by not only making such allegations
but also by raising his voice and questioning the procedure
adopted by this Court. His conduct tends to interfere in the
administration of justice and therefore, amounts to criminal
contempt. Hence, the Registry is directed to number this

suo motu contempt petition.

7. The contemnor is hereby called upon to show cause
as to why contempt action should not be taken against him
for making scandalous allegations affecting the dignity and
prestige of the Court, against three sitting Judges of this
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Court and a sitting Judge of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in
his letter dated 17.04.2024, which is reproduced as
Annexure-A of this order and the petition dated 22.04.2024,
which is reproduced as Annexure-B, on or before

13.06.2024.

8. Registry is called upon to send a copy of this order

to the contemnor by registered post forthwith.
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Annexure — A
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\ |
Those Judges : —
belomging to native of Tamil Nadu including cited here i
B working in Supreme Court, Madzas High Cogurt and other Courts ‘
fraem June 2020 at which Sathanlulam deaths occurred |

are equivalent to Head Hair, Rowdies,
Dogs, Thevidia Pasanga

- PU Venkatesan (age 59)

Haacd on 3 conterg of court cases filed by Madras High Court judges, 3 criminal cases !
in lower courts, taral 4 criminal casen pending, inchiding 4% menihe impriscmment and |
fastng i 3056 and S months imprisonment in 2021,

Pazed on the experience gained during my 21 years [1983-2015) af worlang I the i
Bailwiays aa o Train Driver, when | had i approach Ceniral Admdndstrative Trilunads ::.l'.\':ll
High Courts (in pot ane but two bat about 30 Railwny related onses) sgainst the illegal |
approachss adapted by the Raikeay alficiabs to prevent me from working as per Raihway Aot |
This letter s writisn. !

| M

To the Chief Justice of the Bupreme Court, Shri Chandra Chud
1) Altheugh this lstteri*) is written to requent to order the Medras High Court
Judges M5 Ramesh and Sundar Mehen, who are hearing the case to grant
permiggion to record the proceedings of the heanng on 27 04,2024 on my ol
phone in the case of Suo Mops Contempt Betition No 1420020, [ would like w
iriefhy talk abeut the matters mentioned in the top of this page, as the sabd mAtters
relate to the Esue,
[*} | submitted a 10-page pRper at o pregram explaining in detail why court
hearings should be audio-video recorded or recorded on cell phones, That
article |File (1 17-10.12.22-An Article prepared by e cxplaining why Court
Procesdings to be Audio & Video recarded] is attached with this leter
]q'{-\fi"';-\.-d—l-'“ - 3 il':'_'L'\-‘\-""'\-ﬁ-—\-'rq Yomeen ol s #:L‘.ﬁ 108 v “LJI ' _-I'-. I-ﬂ.' “a [
19 yom 2 1 B S, NE RT3 e Cne b Tk e, e
t:_r'h-"f-.:h'\--“'ﬂl E: .‘-_-"'J-"‘ “.J‘n.h--'.‘. I'"-"'-z-o-\-—"- 'Il-‘—--ﬂ-u- -'-\.-hu....‘.‘_r.f" ﬂ"{- “u:-' ﬂ..rl'.-o--\.-'-.z
I,'_-\_J.M; [ 1:.-.“'.:;_“ 108 0 R ] e p1oo o fowdd e f.._._,,.-'fmr_‘_,\_,__,_f ] A

Ve, 7 eVl A 17 2t Qmﬁ-.*t.._ff:.,,

—

https://www.mhc.tn.gov.in/judis
Page 5 of 19



Suo Motu Cont.P.No.1480 of 2024

Fage 2 0fd

2} | said ms above e Madras High Court Judges are equivalent to Head Hadr,
Rowdics, Dogs, Thevidia Pasanga in & Letter dated 16,1223 addresaod Lo Madras
High Ceurt Judge Anand Venkatesh who wag hailed by youl This Letter dated
16,1223 is one armomg five Latlers fie 15.11.23, 112,33 16.12.23, 0l 2023,
LE.01.22 Letters) sent after 23 letters sent from June 2020w 01.08.22 in the case
of Sathankulam deaths, in the Latter dated 16.12.23, 1 said that 1 wis foresd to
say that I am godng to kill the then Sathankulam Judicial Magiatrate Saravanaon,
who was the cavse of the Sathankulem desths. Further T said that, instead of
taking acticns on Baravanan, Madras High Court Judges convicted and imprisomed
me,

In the letter dated 16.12.23 written to Justles Anand Yenkatesh secking action |
against the then Judicial Magistrate Saravansn who was responsible for the Geatbs |
Mﬂ and Bennix in Sathenkutam, the details in that dispuated section are ay

An incident in which they received 15 registered letters written by e to
| the Chief Justice of Madras High Gourt and other judges inchuding yoursel,
but got no reply, and by forcing me to wrlte on the 16th that I am golng ta
kill Saravanan, they sent a lstter o the palice station saying that 1 was Eoing |
1o kill Baravanan and arrested me through the Registear General. =

In my wiew, as a Laymin who thinka with commaon interest, Madras
High Court Judges are eguivalent to Head Hadr, Rowdies, Dogs, Thevidia
| Paganga

What i= the Stand of Anand Venkatesh whoe wes hailed by the
Suprems Court Chiof Justice Chandra Chute as a gift from Gad?

The letter dated 16.13.23 written to Justice Anand Venlatesh |File {107)=
16.12.23-Lr 1o Anand Venkateah an Sathankulam lesue| 1o take action agaist the
then judicial Magiatrate Saravanan who was respansible for the deaths of Jayara)
drd Bennix in Sathanboilam is attached.
3p  In such a simation, m the case of contempt of court (Suo Moty Contempt
Fetition Mo 10LE/2019) fled agalnar me by the judges of Madras High Courr in
2019, &t is not posathle to know sa far wiat the charge against me. Below is e list
of my aitempts to find mat,

Flse 13-, %, | 9-Comtempt_Notice_from_Madrus_HC

Fiie{13a)-25.9. 18-2aint_Registrar{0S]_Letter encloging the Order in Contemat P "% -
1011 /201%

File {130}.28.9.19-Lotter_to, Regintrariludicial) intimating Petition Copy mot supplied

File (13c)-20. 1001 S-Letter_to_RegistradJudical} intmating Petitian Copy not supphed

File (12} 2. 12, 19-Petition seelring Documents in Contempt P No 101172018 :
File {14)-233.5 D0-Lr b4 Registrar (Judictal|- Madras HC seeking advice of next hearing

[ I arn also attacking such documents
4) When they are still usable to respond my correspondences, even in Centempe

[ of caurt case 101 L2015 filed [ 200,

ATty gy

https://www.mhc.tn.gov.in/judis
Page 6 of 19



Suo Motu Cont.P.No.1480 of 2024

FageBofd

In another contempt of court case (142/2020) filed againat me by the
Madras High Court judges in 3020, it is not vet known what the charge sgainst
me l5. Below is the list of my atiempts to And owt.

Flle {LODHDY- 18, 12, 30-Contemnpt_Satice_from_Madsas_HC
File {100 13-29.12.2020-The Emdorsrments made in the Natice dated 18,12, 2020 intimating
Petition Capy mat aupplied & to prrange Audio Video Recording
File {100n}-9.1.21-Pet regarding Contempt_Notice Mo 142-2020 intimating through Email
that no cass is Beted on 11.1.21
File (10001-11.1.2 1-Lr to Registrarifudicial] wn Conternpt_Nobice No 1422020 intimating
thar o case is E=ted on 11.1.21
File [101]=3.1.21-Lr to CI-MHC
File: (10:2)- 18, 1.21-Lr to CI-MEC
File {104a]-16.2.2 [-L¢ to Reg -judiclal an 3 centempt coses intimating to spply Pesition Copy
File [10:5]-7. 3. 24-Lamger Matics intimating h=aring dage of 4.4, 24
Flie= [108)-18.3.24-Lr to Judges seeking Petiticn Copy
Fibe |00%9):14.2.24-Nutice from Joint Repistrar inlimating bearing on 4. 4,24
File [110)-25.3.24-Lr to Judges seeking Pecitlon copy ;
Filz {111)-4.4 24-Petition enclasing 18 & 253,24 Lrs handed cver to Judges on 4.4, 34
File 11339424 Emall to 01 & Judges Remessk & Sundhar Mohan
- File {113)-5.4.34-Regd Posts 1o CJI & MHC Judgss containing 4.4.24 Lr s=at by emai
© File {114)-5.3.24 Order praned by Judges in the hearing oo 4.3.24
File {1 154,424 Order paased by Judges in the bearing on 4,4,24

[ am ales attaching such documents,

5 In an attempt to foll the attempted robbery of the then Cheyyaar Judicial
Magistrate Shri Jaishanker along with the Inapector of Police of 250 Sawaran
jewels belonging to Public which were recovered from the thisves, Az 8 fEVEnge
act, Shri Jaishankar falaely reported that [ along with other Friends had
attempled to murder him and jailed on 5.12.16. On 24.6.17, | was forcihiy
removed from jail without bail for fear of death due to s 6% month fast while in
judl, which reduced my bedy weight from 60 kg to 35 kg, 1 have not appeared
since 2017 in the ongoing 5C No 7/2017 case of the Cheyyasr Sub Court.
Because T was forcibly evicted from Jall as T did not apply for bail while ir Jadl
and [ was not interested to come out from jail. So 1 have been writing letters
every & months or onee a year to the pro-judge of Chevyar asking, in a situatios
of pendency of & non-bailable wareant (NBW) from 2017, 7 witnesses should be
interrogated in & cage and if they say that the attempted murder is true, recerd
the vides and send it to my friend Murugan and arrest me.

Even though | am writing several Ietters to the High Court Judges and the
Lower Court Judges asking for arrest in connection with this case, no one has

comes forward to take any action.
et
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I am writing letters 1o the High Court Judges that the lwer court (udees are
recelving punitive salary and at the same time, | am writimg.]cttcra[&'luﬂlfnt oni
on 9.1.23[File {12k} 9.1.23-Lr 1o 5ub Judge-Chevyaru wet Acting CI-MHC] to
the lower court judges stating that If they had joined the wark homestly, despite
mysell not appearing in the case, if if was known to be a false casge, then the
higher judpes should be informed and 1o dismiss the case or srrested me as |
requested in the letters. Bince both of my requests are not carried, it is passible
to think that they are receiving punttive salary and that they might have jolned
duty either sharing the bed or in any other CTOBSWay. T

[ hiawe also attached those letters,

Fidz |1} Documents submitied durlng impriseament
Filg |1y Documents fled in the Probate Courd
File {33 Letter went an 31,1517 10 Principal Judge, Thiruwmnnamais Déstrse
with atinchmenrs
File {4} E-maile sent to Chisl Magistrate of Thirusannamale District
anel letters

Filé (5] Latter sent to Madrse High Court Judges on 1,12.17

- with astachmenis
File (81 Epake on vides an 24.6.17 forcably froan jal)

) After discharpe

File [7) B.2. 18-Lr tx hoth Fep-vipilance and Eeg-Daet Judiciary
File 81 2.6, 18-Lr to bath Reg-vigilancs and Reg-Dést Judiziary
Fike |80 6.6, | 8-bama:-to Sub Judge, Cheyvar
Fide [10) Epealcheg on vides on 24,6.15 by an ex-prisoner A year later
File [11] 25.7.18-Lx to Cheyyary Pl weot SP&EDSP
Flee [12] 19.3.09-Ls_fo_Sub_Judge_ Cheyyar
File |12a} 2.11.20-Lr_to_Bub_Judge_ Cheyyar with Ack Card
Fibe |24 17.1220-Lr from Sub Judgs retarming Ir dr2.11.30-21
Fll= {1204) 17,12, 20-Mige-Lr froom Sub Judge seturming Ir dt 2,11.20-21 1220
File {120 29.12.50-Lr to Sub Judges
File {12} 7. 1.2 1-Lr from Sulb Juadge
File (123 1.3.32:Lr o CJ wet Bub Judpes, Therpar
File {1:H]-13.4.22-Lr from Sub Judge, Cheypar
File [12g-28.4.22-Le 1o C.J with madl 38
File (128} .G 32-Memorandum seeldng Alfidavit
Fale [135-8. 7. 22-Afliduawvit
Fie [12§) 9.1.23-Lr to Sab Jedge-Cheyyarn wed Aciing CI-MHC

Olal When a case (S0 No 72017, Cheyaar Sub Court) §s going on in the bower
courts for an incident, four persensg incleding myself mentioned in the said
incident were taljen up under Suoe Mot Contempt Pelition Mo 101172019
indtiated in 2019 by the Judges of Madras High Court. In a situation where onby
pive cage can be filed per incident, if the Madras High Court judges are
conducting contempt of court cases for the same incident, then what are their

e any
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Fage S afd

gualifications, even when thinking about whether they would have joined the job
horeatly?
(bl Even mfter writing severg] letters to take sction on the then Sathanbulam

Judicial Magistrate who was cesponsible for the deashs, fgnored my atiempts,
trying to save him, Inatead arresting and imprisoning me,

i<} Even after the Chiel Justice of the Suprems Court alao sadd that there iz nothing
wrong in recording the hearings on cellphanes and also the Madras High Court
adiministration in writing to an BT query [File |116)-25.5.16-MHC Lr stating No
Document prohibiting Video Recording] of the Court Procesdings]| states no
documents prohibiting to record the proceedings, Refusal to audis=videns record of
court proceodings,

When considering all suoh matiers and when [ often remember what Gandhi and
Ferivar =aid, 1 wrote the letter dated 16.12.23 1o Anand Venkatesh in the
Sathanbulam deaths including the comments as mentoned b,

Mow the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court has 1o declds
Whether he Iz going to sanctify the Judictary by taking appropriate action against
the jodges mentoned abowe?

or

Arresting me, afier the arrest, allowing the refevant interrogntions to be videotaped
by one of my friends -

Th Pragers

6| In the cass of SBatankulam deaths, come forward to take action against former
Sathankulam Judicial Magistsate Saravanan who has been profected by the
Madras High Court Judpes wha are identified by me as Thevidiya Pasanga.

b At the same time, order Madras High Court Judpges MS Ramesh and Sundas
Mohan who are hearing the case to grant permission to record the hearings on
23.04.2024 in my o=l phone in the case of Suo Motu Contsmps Petiton Mo
142 w0

of [am persenally prepared to face two contempt of court cases, if vou direct the
concerned Judges M5 Ramesh and Sundar Mohan fo record the hearinps of
suihthose contempt cazea.

8} Judiclary iz a pasition created 1o propect the tnnocent and wctims frony Lhe

criminels of the other thres pillars of demacrrey, But it is wnfertunate that for such
viclims and innocents, the fudges who belong to the third péilar of demacracy are

the snemies, :
B v et 5
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Thers were goad pecple like VR Krishna brsr who acted s \udges’ In thoss
dars. But ned now. Dnie to the absence of an attitude to think about the plight of
the victims and the Innocent and other regreasive quualitics, they act as normal
human belrgs, sway rom the position of fudges. The lack of power for ordinary
peaple does not arm thess who aes victimized by them. But because of the powers
that judges have, inoocent people are harmed more by their regressive attitudes. 1
wonld ke ta inform you that currengly MS Ramesh and Sundsr Mohan arve
working In that way. Further details regarding the matters mentioned in this
paragraph can be found in Flle 117.

9§ An aorder dated 4524 by Justice MS Ramesh kesping something in mind
withput reslizing hls positlon.

“That ia

He has paszed an order srating that *the Contemmmor shall be physically present on
the next and sebeeguent dates of hearing until further orders”

I hawe amached & copy of the game.

Along with this letter, letters dated [E.3.24(File 108) and 25.3.22{File 110
contrining details of what transpired prics Lo 4.4,.29 heaning and a petivion dated
4.4.24{Fde 111) contatning thess letters to Justices MS Ramesh and Sundar
Mohan given on the hearing date, M3 REamesh's order dated 4.4.24 (File 115), and
the letter dated 5.4.24 [Fils 113) containing the details of whae happened on 4.4.24
hearing have been enclesed '

104 If you read such correspondences in full, you will understand wiy MS Rameal
irctuded the above lines in his crder dated 4,4,24, What is the reason why M5
Ramesh has said this without realizing his position?

| mean-

He has Aof piven reasaons as to why he has issued such an order and what he
ks kept in mind. This is stupld and {llegal. Any order fagued should be understood
by those for whem it bs issued. Thers are many laws and judgments of the Supreme
Coiirt on ow & judgment should be, that s, it should be detailed and explenatory
and understandable 1o the concemned (Reasoned and Spepking Orders).

What [ waorld like 1o say Farther about his order dated 4.4.34 35 that

There is 1o feed far him to say that ks the order ie. [ must attend every heanng.
Becatse gince the day | got the notices that [ have to appear in the two contempt
cases flied by the judges in 2019 and 2020, T have been following them every day,

forcing them to behawe responsthly. _
E e “W

e e B
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Fage Tald

It can be seen fram $hri Ramesh's order dated 04.03.24 that the Judeges and the
employres did not perform their duties responsibly.

rder dated 04.03.24 ‘ ,
R T s omma

When [ got the notice an 29,1220, it said that 11.1.21 is hearing date and 1
should attend without fail. But on ©,1.21, there is no details about It in Ecourt
webzite. T have been chasing and sending letters and e-mails to the concmmed
judges and other afficials. But their approaches are fn way that we do not hother
about others, we are getting paid and we e passing time. What right does he have
to iasue the abave arder to ndvise me, while | follow such a respansible appreach?
If indeed Ramesh was & responaibls Judge, he should have Laken Appropaiate
action ta send the Perition Copy along with the notice which [ asked fexpected
containing the allegations while passing the order on 9.3.24. Even If he 2id neet doa
50, he shenld have tred (o glve the same before 4.9 24 5t Jeast on the bass af my
letters of 18.3.24 and 25.3.24, He did not give it even aa the day of hearing date of
4424, Bo the order dated 4.4.24 wag not imsued acoording to law.

He could not scoept the details contained in my letters of 18.3.24 and 38,324
and the legal and reasanahle approaches expressed by me on 4.4.24 [zoe File 1 13},

There i8 no occagion that he would have Hied the detadls in the letter dated
1.4.24 written to him in ancther isgue. In this letes dated |.4.24, thers was hints
from a letter addressed to Shid Anand Venikatesh and the comments made shout
Supreme Cotrt Judge Shri MM Sundaresh, His power and armoganes must havie
prevented him from thinking from the paint of view of others,

In other woerds, ' [ do nat gppear on the specified date, there (2 a legal
Cpportunity to make me to appear, | can be asked to appear in the hearing dates
using these laws, His arder should have meationad what campelled him to make
such arder W make me to appear, | have said the above becanse he did not mentlan
It

At the same tirme, 8hri Ramesh whe issued an srder staling unneseasary words
that "I must appear in every hearing” without mentioning any reascns, did ot
mention anything about the demands, arguments and petitlon submitted by me
otk 4.4.24 hearing. This i= not what judges whe act as disinterested, neutraks do.
I 1he fle [File |1 L3]=5,4.249-Repd Posts to O & MHC Judges containing 4.4.24 Lr
sent by emaill, | have maiked abaut the demands, arguments and petition sshmited
by me on 4424

L1] Mate:

Sy, 2N S Y

H:L":._."-‘.-L_.:’_
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i | dan's agres with refersing to lawyers and judges as equeal to Hesd Haor, Rowdies,
Dwgs, Thevidia Basanga. Because a responsible Indian citizen wold newer say 1k
that. But most of the judges lke the above mentioned judges by misundersianding
ard wrongly taling how to act as a responsibis citzen of lndia and they oo oct
arrogantly amnd recklessly as crdinary people and create more harm 1o the already
victimized innocents. [t is only to peint eut guch 2 situation that T am compelled
Lo Iy S0,

iij Due to lack of audio video recording facility of hearlngs in courts and
considering the retrogressive and illegal attinudes of judges and advocares, I
have not approached the courts in the matter of my rallwsy work which was
fllegally expelled by the raitway suthorities,

g} All the documents referred to herein [excopt documents dared 163 24(Fils
108y, 14.3.24(File 100, 253.24(File 110}, £.2.24{Fle 111}, 4.4.24|File 113,
S.4.24File 113], 14.12.23 {File 107), 255 16(Fls 116}, 10.12.32Fie 117,
%, 1. 23File 12k|] which are attached as Xero® coples| have been wploaded in the
aftached O as PDFE & JPG Filea,
e emmpe s LU [ B TS

PO Yenkatesan (age 59},
Contemner n Suo Moty Contermnpt Petitlon Mo 142/ 2020(Fils 1059
Ko. 227, 3rd Street, Tih Blocl,
A7, Magapper West, Chennal
S44R203364, 9600062 160, puvenkatesanifigmail com |
17.4.24

§ o i bealoan V7 42y
Copes to
Four Judges mentioned fcited ar the wp of the 19 page

"::.-tﬁ_-'n.h,j_b
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2. In this background, the Suo Motu Contempt Petition was listed
today. Even before any question is put to him, the contemnor, who is
present before this Court today, volunteered and reiterated that the
statements made by him against the Judge of the Hon'ble Supreme Court,
as well as the Judges of this Court, which have been extracted in our
earlier order dated 24.04.2024, are true. He further added that both of us
sitting in this Bench, are criminals and we cannot hear this case. When
we indicated to the contemnor that criminal contempt has been made out
and questioned him as to why sentence cannot be imposed on him, he

challenges us saying that any order can be passed against him.

3. The contemnor, namely PU.Venkatesan, is already facing a suo
motu contempt proceedings in Suo Motu Contempt Petition No.142 of
2020 and pending the earlier Contempt Petition, he had made scandalous
and reckless allegations, through Iletters dated 17.04.2024 and
22.04.2024, which were circulated to us. When the contemnor had
admitted that he was the author of the letters and challenged us to take
contempt proceedings against him, the present suo motu contempt was
initiated. The contents of the letters dated 17.04.2024 and 22.04.2024 are

self explanatory, which scandalizes this Court, prejudices and interferes
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with the due course of the judicial proceeding, apart from obstructing the
administration of justice. Apparently, the contemptuous act on the part of

the contemnor has been committed in the face of the Court.

4. In the case of National Lawyers' Campaign for Judicial
Transparency and Reforms and Others Vs. Union of India reported in
(2020) 16 SCC 687, it has been held that such contemptuous act on the
fact of the Court belittles the majesty of the Court, as well as the
administration of justice and hence demand that such contemptuous

behaviour of this kind should be dealt with sternly.

5. In the case of Leila David Vs. State of Maharashtra and Others
reported in (2009) 4 SCC 578, though it was held that orders in suo motu
proceedings for contempt can be passed through summary procedure, we
had extended opportunities to the contemnor to render his explanation on
the charges against him and also sought for his explanation with regard to
the quantum of sentence to be imposed against him, when we had found
that he was guilty of having committed criminal contempt. In spite of
these opportunities, not only did he dared us to pass any order, but also

addressed both of us as criminals in front of the entire community of
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lawyers and litigants, apart from the Court staff members.

6. We are of the affirmed view that such a behaviour is not only
contemptuous against us, but also to the entire justice delivery system.
Since the contemnor has not shown any remorse, but rather was
challenging us to pass any order of our choice, we hold that the letters of
the contemnor dated 17.04.2024 and 22.04.2024 scandalizes, prejudices
and has interfered with the due course of our judicial proceedings, apart
from obstructing the administration of justice. Hence, we hold the
contemnor guilty of having committed criminal contempt, as defined
under Section 2(c) of the Contempts of Court Act, 1971 (hereinafter
referred to as 'the Act') and hence, he is liable to be punished under
Section 12 of the Act. Furthermore, when he was questioned with regard
to the quantum of punishment to be imposed, he called upon us to pass
any order against him and thus, we deem it appropriate to impose the

maximum sentence contemplated under Section 12 of the Act.

7. Accordingly, the contemnor, namely PU.Venkatesan, is hereby
ordered to undergo a sentence of simple imprisonment for a period of six

(6) months from today, by confining him at Central Prison, Puzhal,
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Chennai. We hereby order the Inspector of Police, B4, High Court Police
Station, Chennai, to arrest and produce the contemnor, who is physically
present before us, before the Jail authorities of Central Prison, Puzhal,

Chennai, forthwith.

8. This Suo Motu Contempt Petition stands closed accordingly.

[M.S.R., J] [S.M., J]
13.06.2024

kas/hvk
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M.S.RAMESH. J.
and
SUNDER MOHAN. J.

kas/hvk
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