
Cont.P.No.1756 of 2025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED:    05.12.2025

CORAM :

THE HONOURABLE MR. MANINDRA MOHAN SHRIVASTAVA, 

CHIEF JUSTICE

AND

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE G.ARUL MURUGAN

Cont.P.No.1756 of 2025

G.Suseentharan .. Petitioner

Vs.

1. G.Selvam

    Managing Director 

    Tamil Nadu State Transport Corporation 

       (Coimbatore) Limited

    37, Mettupalayam Road

    Coimbatore 43.

2. V.Sivakumar

    General Manager 

    Tamil Nadu State Transport Corporation 

       (Coimbatore) Limited

    Erode Region

    Chennimalai Road

    Erode 1. .. Respondents

Prayer  : Petition filed under Section 11 of the Contempt of Courts 

Act, to punish the respondents for willful and deliberate disobedience 

of the order dated 03.03.2025 in W.A.No.301 of 2025.

__________
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For Petitioner : M/s.V.Porkodi

For Mr.R.Krishnasamy

For Respondents  : Mr.Muralivinoth

ORDER

(Order of the Court was made by

the Hon'ble Chief Justice)

This petition has been filed alleging wilful disobedience of the 

order dated 03.03.2025 in W.A.No.301 of 2025.

2.  In  the  counter-affidavit,  which  has  now  been  filed  by 

second respondent,  it is revealed that  along with re-employment, 

which was earlier granted, the Corporation has paid Rs.11,53,077/- 

to  petitioner,  which,  according  to  Corporation,  is  the  amount  of 

backwages/arrears of salary.

3.  Learned  counsel  for  petitioner  would  submit  that 

respondents  have  wrongly  computed  the  arrears  of  salary  and 

according to petitioner, he is entitled to Rs.13,29,198/-.

__________
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4.  We  find  that  the  order,  which  is  alleged  to  have  been 

disobeyed, did not quantify the amount payable,  but only stated 

arrears of salary to be paid. According to respondents, arrears of 

salary  has  been  computed  to  Rs.11,53,077/-.  Irrespective  of 

whether that  amount is correct or not, we are of the view that it 

cannot be treated as the case of wilful disobedience. 

5.  The  contempt  petition,  therefore,  is  closed.  Rule  is 

discharged giving liberty to petitioner to claim the amount more 

than what has been already paid by respondents.

(MANINDRA MOHAN SHRIVASTAVA, CJ)     (G.ARUL MURUGAN,J)

       05.12.2025    

Index : Yes/No

Neutral Citation : Yes/No

kpl

__________
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THE HON'BLE CHIEF JUSTICE

    AND                

G.ARUL MURUGAN,J.      

(kpl)            

Cont.P.No.1756 of 2025

     

05.12.2025

__________
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