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Cont.P.N0.3568 of 2025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 19.01.2026
CORAM:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE S.M.SUBRAMANIAM
AND
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE C.KUMARAPPAN

Cont.P.N0.3568 of 2025

R.Malliga ...Petitioner

Vs.

1.Tharpagaraj, IAS,
The District Collector,
District Collectorate Office,
Tiruvannamalai — 606 604.

2.Manthagini,
The Revenue Divisional Officer,
Revenue Divisional Office,
Tiruvannamalai — 606 604.

3.S.Mohjanaram,
The Tahsildar,
Tiruvannamalai Tahsildar Office,
Tiruvannamalai — 606 601.

4.Manigandan,
The Village Administrative Officer,
Village Administrative Office,
Periyakalapadi Village,
Thatchampattu Post,
Tiruvannamalai — 606 811. ...Respondents
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PRAYER: Contempt Petition filed under Section 11 of the Contempt of Courts
Act, 1971 praying to punish the respondents herein for disobedience of the
order of this Court dated 18.04.2025 in W.P.N0.10584 of 2024.

For Petitioner : Mr.S.L.Venkatesan

For Respondents : Mr.D.Ravichander,
Spl. Govt. Pleader

*kkkkk

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

The Present Contempt Petition has been instituted to punish the
respondents for their wilful disobedience of the orders of this Court dated

18.04.2025 passed in W.P.N0.10584 of 2024.

2. This Court passed the following orders:-

3. The Committee will have to issue notice to the alleged
encroachers and solicit their reply. The petitioner cannot seek
such an early disposal of the representation/ application. If the
said representation/ application is not decided within a
reasonable time, i.e., within six months from today, then the

petitioner may agitate.
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3. Pursuant to the directions issued by this Court, the process of enquiry
has been undertaken by the competent Revenue Authority. The District
Revenue Officer, Tiruvannamalai passed an order in proceedings dated
04.11.2024 stating that there is no water body that exists as per the revenue
records and that apart patta has been granted in respect of “Natham” land.
The District Revenue Officer has further stated that if there is any
encroachments in the Government Poramboke land other than the land for
which patta has been issued, the Tahsildar is directed to take enforcement

action to remove the encroachments.

4. The learned Special Government Pleader would submit that again

survey was conducted and encroachments are identified.

5. The Tahsildar is bound to initiate appropriate actions to remove the
encroachments in the Government Poramboke land by invoking the provisions
of the Tamil Nadu Land Encroachment Act. The petitioner is at liberty to
pursue the matter with the Tahsildar for eviction of encroachers from the

Government Poramboke lands.

6. At the outset, the final decision of the District Revenue Officer would
be sufficient to form an opinion that there is no disobedience of the orders of
this Court.
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7. Accordingly, this Contempt Petition stands dismissed.

dsa
Internet :Yes/No
Index ‘Yes/No

Neutral Citation  :Yes/No
Speaking/Non-speaking order
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S.M.SUBRAMANIAM, J.
and
C.KUMARAPPAN, J.

dsa
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19.01.2026
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