Cont.P.N0.3787 of 2025
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 15.12.2025

CORAM :

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE N. SATHISH KUMAR

Cont.P.No0.3787 of 2025

P.Thimmarayappa ... Petitioner
Vs.

1.C.Dineshkumar I.A.S.,
District Collector,
Krishnagiri District,
Krishnagiri.

2.K.Gangai
Tahsildar,
Denkanikottai Taluk,
Krishnagiri District.

3.Balasingam
Surveyor,
Jawalagiri Village, Denkanikottai Taluk,
Krishnagiri District. ... Respondents

Contempt Petition filed under Section 11 of the Contempt of Courts
Act, 1971, to punish the the respondents herein for their act of willful
disobedience to the order of this Court dated 07.06.2024 made in
W.P.No0.14700 of 2024.
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Cont.P.No0.3787 of 2025

For Petitioner : Mr.M.Loganathan
For R1 to R3 : Mr.D.Ravichandar
Special Government Pleader

ORDER

This Contempt Petition has been filed alleging willful disobedience of

the orders of this Court, dated 07.06.2024 made in W.P.No0.14700 of 2024.

2.This Court, by order dated 07.06.2024 in W.P.No0.14700 of 2024,
directed the respondents to consider the representations of the petitioner for
survey of the property and demarcate the boundaries, after giving notice to
the neighbouring land owners and any other interested persons. Now, it is
the contention of the petitioner that the respondents have not conducted

survey, despite the orders of this Court.

3.Whereas, the learned Special Government Pleader appearing for the
respondents would submit that the petitioner’s representation has been
considered and as the petitioner’s property could not be located within the
boundaries as shown in the sale deed, survey could not be done and orders

have been passed to that effect on 12.12.2025 vide Proceedings in
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Cont.P.N0.3787 of 2025
Na.Ka.3687/2025/P5.

4.However, the learned counsel for the petitioner vehemently would
submit that the survey has not been conducted and proper notice has not

been issued and hence, contempt is still maintainable.

5.As the order which is the subject matter of this contempt, has
already been complied with, merely because the petitioner is not satisfied
with the order passed by the respondents, it cannot be said that contempt is
still maintainable. If at all the petitioner wants to establish his right, the
remedy 1s always open to him to file an appropriate suit based on his title
and establish his case before the concerned Civil Court. It is also made
clear that any order passed by the Revenue authorities will not be taken as
an evidence in respect of title and other aspects. The same has to be

independently established before the Civil Court.

6.Since the orders of this Court have been complied with, as stated
above, this Contempt Petition is closed.

15.12.2025
mkn
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Internet : Yes

Index : Yes/No

Speaking order / Nonspeaking order
Neutral Citation : Yes

To

1.The District Collector,
Krishnagiri District,
Krishnagiri.

2.The Tahsildar,
Denkanikottai Taluk,
Krishnagiri District.

3.The Surveyor,

Jawalagiri Village, Denkanikottai Taluk,
Krishnagiri District.
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N. SATHISH KUMAR, J.

mkn

Cont.P.No.3787 of 2025

15.12.2025



