Sub Application (0OS) No.371 of 2025 in Cont. P. N0.2797 of 2016
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED : 11.08.2025
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE M.SUNDAR
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUST?CF]SHEMANT CHANDANGOUDAR
Sub Application (OS) No.371 of 2025

in
Contempt Petition N0.2797 of 2016

B. Mathivanan Applicant

1.

VS.
Mr. Dharmendra Pratap Yadav
Commissioner of Town and Country Planning
Office of the

Commissioner of Town and Country Planning
807 Anna Salai
Chennai 600 002

Ms. Asia Mariam
District Collector
Namakkal District
Namakkal

Mr. Mathimaran
Deputy Commissioner of Town Planning
Office of the

Deputy Commissioner of Town Planning
Salem 643 605

Mr. Velayudham
Municipal Commissioner
Thiruchengodu
Namakkal District
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5. M/s. T.R.A. Rajagopal & 6 others
L 144, B, IV Main Road
Kootappalli Colony
Thiruchengodu - 637 214
6. Mr. T.R.A. Sankaranarayanan
7. Mr. T.R.A. Veeramani Respondents
Sub Application to re-open the contempt petition in Cont. Petn.
No0.2797 of 2016 closed on 18.01.2019 against the respondents 4 to 7
for abusing the process of this Court and for violating the order of this
Court.
For applicant Mr. SP. Chockalingam
For RR 1 to 4 Mr. T.K. Saravanan
Addl. Govt. Pleader
ORDER
[made by M.SUNDAR, 1.]

Matter mentioned at half past ten.

2. Mr. SP. Chockalingam, learned counsel on record for
applicant, sought leave of this Court to withdraw the captioned sub
application but made a plea to preserve all the rights of the applicant
to file a fresh a contempt petition on a new cause of action. Scanned
reproduction of endorsement made by learned counsel for applicant in

the case file is as follows:
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3. In the light of the narrative thus far, captioned sub
application stands dismissed as withdrawn, albeit with preservation of
rights of the applicant to come up with a new contempt petition on a

new cause of action, if permissible in law.

(M.S., 3.) (H.C., 3.)

11.08.2025
cad
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M.SUNDAR, J.
and
HEMANT CHANDANGOUDAR, J.

cad

Sub Application (OS) No.371 of 2025
in
Cont. P. N0.2797 of 2016

11.08.2025
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