COMP.A No. 288 of 2 [ ithks

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 22-06-2026
CORAM
THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE K.KUMARESH BABU

COMP.A No. 288 of 2025
IN
CP NO. 73 OF 2000

[Ty

. G. Murugesan
S/0.Mr.Gobalasamy,
aged about 54 years,
3/542, South Street,
Senbagapuram,Papanasam,
Thanjavur - 613 502.

2. P.Vengadesh
S/o.Palanivel,
aged about 25 years,
No.48, South Street, Senbagapuram,
Papansam, Thanjavur - 613 502

..Applicant(s)
Vs

1. Sterling Tree Magnum Limited.,
Rep by its Administrator,
Justice K.Kalyanasundaram (Retd),
No.5, Murrays Gate road,
Chennai - 600 018.

2. The Official Liquidator
High Court, Madras,
M/s.Sterling Tree Magnum (India) Limited,
Corporate Bhavan,
IInd Floor, No.29, Rajaji Salai,
Chennai - 600 001.

3. M/s.Lintas India Limited
Shakthi Tower III,
766, Anna Salai,
Chennai - 600 002.
Rep by Branch Manager and
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Power Agent Sri Ashok Prasad,

4. The Inspector General of Registration,
No.100, Santhome High Road,
Mullima nagar,

Mandavelipakkam,
Chennai - 600 028.

5. M/s.Cethar Induatries
(a Company registered under the Companies
Act 1956)
Rep by its Liquidator Mr. V.Nagarajan,
(appointed vide order dated 25.04.2018 passed
by the National Company Law Tribunal Single
Bench,
Chennai in MA/32/1B/2018 in
CP/511/1B/CB/2017)
Registered office at
Trichy Thuraiyur Main Road,
Peramangalam Village,
Pulivalam,
Tiruchirappalli - 621 006.

6. M/s.Cethar Energy Limited
(Company registered under the Companies Act
1956 and a subsidiary Company of M/s.Cethar
Limited),
Rep by its Directors
having its registered office at No.6/3,
Old No.6/1, first Floor, collector office Road,
Cantonment,
Thiruchirappalli - 620 001.

7. The Sub Registrar
SRO Gandharvakottai,
Pudukottai District.
..Respondent(s)

PRAYER:- Company Application filed pursuant to the Prohibitory order dated
02.08.2024 passed by this Hon’ble Court in the above Application No.269 of
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2024, with respect to the property in S.No.182/2 of Veeradipatti village listed in
Page No.62 in the Annexure to the order dated 30.06.2023 which is in page
No.283 of the Typedset, be not raised and consequentially why the Respondents
4 and 7 be not directed to refrain from obstructing the Petitioners from dealing
with their properties pursuant to the said Prohibitory Order.

For Applicant(s): Mr. T. Sundar Rajan

For Respondent(s): Ms.Ambili B

Deputy Official Liquidator

ORDER
The present Company Application has been filed challenging the Prohibitory

order dated 02.08.2024 passed by this Court in the above Application No.269 of
2024, with respect to the property in S.No.182/2 of Veeradipatti village listed in
Page No.62 in the Annexure to the order dated 30.06.2023, which is in page
No.283 of the Typedset, be not raised and consequentially why the Respondents
4 and 7 be not directed to refrain from obstructing the Petitioners from dealing

with their properties pursuant to the said Prohibitory Order.

2. Heard Mr. T. Sundar Rajan, learned counsel for the applicants and

Ms.Ambili B, learned Deputy Official Liquidator for the respondents.

3. Learned counsel appearing for the applicants/ third parties would
submit that they had purchased the properties situated in S.No.182/2 at
Veeradipatti Village measuring to an extent of 64.69 Acres under an auction

sale in the liquidation proceedings that were initiated agasint the fifth

Page3 of 8

https://lwww.mhc.tn.gov.in/judis



COMP.A No. 288 of 2 42

respondent. The sale deeds have also been executed in favour of the applicants
under a registered sale deed in Document Nos. 469 & 470 of 2019. Patta has
also been issued in favour of the applicants by sub-dividing the same as
S.Nos.182/2A and 182/2B. It had come to their knowledge that by order dated
02.08.2024, this Court had directed the Registering Authorities to not to register
any documents of the properties that have been listed in Annexure-I. In the said
Annexure, S.No.182/2 had also been included. A verification of the
Encumberance Certificate also do not indicate that the property in S.No.182 had
never stood in the name of the Company in liquidation in the present Company

Petition.

4. He would further submit that the applicants having purchased the
property of the fifth respondent which was in liquidation in an another
liquidation proceedings had perfected title and in that regard, he seeks this
Court to raise the Prohibitory order in respect of S.No.182/2 at Veeradipatti

Village, thereby permitting the applicant to deal with the said properties.

5. The Deputy Official Liquidator, on the strength of the Report filed by
her would submit that by order dated 28.11.2025, this Court had directed the
learned Administrator to verify the fact and file a Report, pointing out that a
Report had also been filed by the learned Administrator indicating that

S.No.182/2 was wrongly given as the property purchased by the Company
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which was only situated in S.No0.183/2. She would further submit that the Ex-
Director, one R.Subramaniam, in his letter dated 27.10.2018 had shown
S.No.182/2 also to be the Company’s land. Hence, she would submit that it
would be only appropriate to implead the said Ex-Director as a party to the
proceedings as he would be the person who would be competent enough to
verify the facts stated in his letter dated 27.10.2018 and she had placed reliance

on the said letter which had been annexed as Annexure-B to the said Report.

6. I have considered the submissions made by the learned counsel for the

applicants and the Deputy Official Liquidator.

7. It is the claim of the applicant that they have purchased the property in
S.No.182/2 measuring to an extent of 64.69 Acres at Veeradipatti Village as
being the successful bidder in an auction which was conducted to bring the
properties of the fifth respondent for sale in a liquidation proceedings. It is their
specific case that the said Survey number had never been a part of the Company

in liquidation in this present Company Application.

8. On the contrary, it is the claim of the Deputy Official Liquidator that
the property measuring to an extent of 1.95 Acres situated in S.No.182/2 stood
in the name of one Prathiba V Pai, who was the Director of the Company based

upon the letter issued by an Ex-Director of the Company on 27.10.2018.
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9. A perusal of the same would indicate that the extent shown to be in
S.No.182/2 as owned by the Company in liquidation is to an extent of 1.95
Acres. The learned Administrator had filed a Report indicating that there are no
records to show that the Company under liquidation in the present proceedings

had purchased the properties in S.No.182/2.

10. The letter that had been relied upon by the Deputy Official Liquidator
which had been addressed by one of the Ex-Director would indicate that
Prathiba V Pai had owned various Survey numbers in Veeradipatti Village
which included S.No.182/2 measuring to an extent of 1.95 Acres. It is to be
noted that the S.No0.183/2 had not been shown in the said letter as being owned

by either Prathiba V Pai or any other persons connected with the Company.

11. The sale deed under which Prathiba V Pai had pruchased the property
to an extent of 1.95 Acres had been placed on record. The said sale deed bearing
Document No.1376/1994 dated 29.08.1994 indicates that the said Prathiba V
Pai had purchased the extent of 1.95 Acres only in S.No.183/2 at Veeradipatti
Village and the same had not been included in the list as given by the said

Director.

12. In that context, the Report of the learned Administrator indicate that
there are no records that extent in S.No.182/2 at Veeradipatti Village had been

purchased by the Company in liquidation in the present proceedings.
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13. In view of the same, this Court is of the view that S.No.182/2 which
had been purchased by the applicants in an another liquidation proceedings of
the fifth respondent Company also supports the case of the applicants in raising
the Prohibitory order in respect of S.No.182/2 measuring to an extent of 64.69
Acres at Veeradipatti Village which 1s covered under Document Nos.469 & 470

of 2019 on the file of the Sub-Registrar Office, Gandarvakottai, Pudukottai.

14. In fine, the Application stands allowed and the applicants are
permitted to deal with the property in S.No.182/2 measuring to an extent of
64.69 Acres subject to other encumberances. As a sequel, the Prohibitory order

dated 02.08.2024 shall also cover the S.No.183/2 at Veeradipatti Village. The

learned Administrator is requested that necessary steps to secure the said

property.

15. Registry is directed to mark a copy of this order to the Office of the

Sub-Registrar, Gandarvakottai, Pudukottai/ seventh respondent.

22-06-2026
Index: Yes/No
Speaking/Non-speaking order
Neutral Citation: Yes/No
GBA
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K.KUMARESH BABU, J.

GBA

COMP.A No. 288 of 2025
IN
CP NO. 73 OF 2000

22-06-2026
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