W.P.(MD)No.10879 of 2026
BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED : 17.04.2026

CORAM :
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE D.BHARATHA CHAKRAVARTHY

W.P.(MD)No0.10879 of 2026
and
W.M.P.(MD)No0.8473 of 2026

Kalidoss ... Petitioner
Vs.

1.The District Collector,
Dindigul District, Dindigul.

2.The Revenue Divisional Officer,
Palani, Dindigul District.

3.The Assistant Director,
Geology and Mining,
Dindigul, Dindigul District.

4.The Tahsildar,
Palani Taluk,
Dindigul District.

5.The Village Administrative Officer,
Ravimangalam Village,
Palani Taluk,
Dindigul District. ... Respondents

Prayer : Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India,
praying to issue a Writ of Certiorari, calling for the records relating to the
impugned order in Na.Ka.No.226/2025 (Minerals), dated 13.03.2026 passed by

the first respondent and quash the same.
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W.P.(MD)No.10879 of 2026

For Petitioner : Mr.G.Karnan

For Respondents Mr.N.Ramesh Arumugam
Government Advocate

ORDER
The Writ Petition is filed challenging the impugned notice dated

13.03.2026.

2. Upon perusal, it is seen that the said notice has been issued demanding a
penalty amount of Rs.2,02,29,977/- and stating that, in the event of non-
compliance, further action would be initiated under the Revenue Recovery Act,

1864.

3. The primary ground on which the petitioner challenges the impugned
notice is that, as against the assessment and imposition of penalty, the petitioner
has already filed W.P.(MD)No.16493 of 2025, and by order dated 19.06.2025,
the respondents have been restrained from recovering the said amount until

disposal of the said Writ Petition.

4. When the matter came up for hearing, the learned Government

Advocate, taking notice on behalf of the respondents, submitted that pursuant to
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the directions issued in the Public Interest Litigation in W.P.(MD)No0.14078 of

2025, notices were issued, including to the petitioner.

5. I have considered the rival submissions made on either side and perused

the materials available on record.

6. In view of the subsisting interim order in favour of the petitioner, the
impugned demand ought not to have been issued, insofar as it relates to the
amount covered by the said interim order. If the impugned demand pertains to
the very same amount, it is for the respondents to suo motu withdraw the

impugned notice.

7. If no such communication is issued withdrawing the impugned notice
and further coercive steps are pursued, it is open to the petitioner to initiate

appropriate contempt proceedings in W.P.(MD)No.16493 of 2025.

8. Accordingly, the Writ Petition is disposed of. No costs. Consequently,

the connected Miscellaneous Petition 1s closed.

NCC : No 17.04.2026
smn2
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To

1.The District Collector,
Dindigul District, Dindigul.

2.The Revenue Divisional Officer,
Palani, Dindigul District.

3.The Assistant Director,
Geology and Mining,
Dindigul, Dindigul District.

4.The Tahsildar,
Palani Taluk,
Dindigul District.

5.The Village Administrative Officer,
Ravimangalam Village,

Palani Taluk,
Dindigul District.
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D.BHARATHA CHAKRAVARTHY, J.

smn?2

W.P.(MD)No0.10879 of 2026

17.04.2026
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