
IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM 
PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE P.R.RAMACHANDRA MENON 
FRIDAY, THE 6TH DAY OF MARCH 2015/15TH PHALGUNA, 1936
Con.Case(C).No. 233 of 2015 ()  IN WP(C).27388/2013 
----------------------------------------------------

  IN WP(C) 27388/2013 of HIGH COURT OF KERALA  

PETITIONER(S)/PETITIONER IN WPC NO. 27388/2013:
--------------------------------------------- 

  ARUN KANNATH,
  AGED 41 YEARS,
  S/O.K.J.ANTONY, ROSE AGNUS VILLA, PLOT NO. 119
  GCDA COMPLEX, THATTAKKATTUKARA, ALUVA - 683 108
  ERNAKULAM DISTRICT.
  BY ADV. SRI.PRAVEEN K. JOY.

RESPONDENT(S)/2ND RESPONDENT IN WPC. 27388/2013:
------------------------------------------------- 

  A.K. RAMAKRISHNAN,
  AGED ABOUT 52,
  FATHER'S NAME NOT KNOWN TO THE PEITITIONER,
  INSPECTOR GENERAL OF REGISTRATION,
  THE REGISTRTAR OF FIRMS, TRIVANDRUM - 695 001.
  BY SRI.GOVERNMENT PLEADER SRI.JOSEPH GEORGE.
  THIS CONTEMPT OF COURT CASE (CIVIL)  HAVING COME UP FOR 
  ADMISSION  ON  06-03-2015, THE  COURT ON  THE SAME  DAY 
  DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING:

rvs. 



Con.Case(C).No. 233 of 2015 ()  IN WP(C).27388/2013 
 

APPENDIX
PETITIONER(S)' EXHIBITS :
----------------------- 

ANNEXURE 1: THE CERTIFIED COPY OF THE JUDGMENT DATED 07/11/2013 IN
WPC 27388/2013 OF THIS HONOURABLE COURT.

ANNEXURE 2: THE COPY OF THE LETTER ISSUED TO THE RESPONDENT DATED
26/12/2013.

ANNEXURE 3: THE COPY OF THE REQUEST DATED 16/12/2014.

RESPONDENT(S)' EXHIBITS :
------------------------ 
 NIL.

  /TRUE COPY/

        P.A.TO JUDGE
RVS.   



 

P.R. RAMACHANDRA MENON, J.
--------------------------------------------
Contempt Case No. 233 of 2015
-------------------------------------------

Dated this the 6th day of March, 2015

J U D G M E N T

The learned Government Pleader submits that, the direction

given by this Court as per Annexure 1, judgment has already been

complied with and that an order has been passed on 25.02.2015.

The learned Government Pleader also explains the circumstances

under  which  a  short  delay  has  been  resulted  and  expresses

sincere regrets in the same, seeking to have the same condoned.

After hearing  both the sides, this Court finds that no further

steps are necessary in the Contempt of Court Case.  The matter

stands disposed of, without prejudice to the rights and liberties of

the petitioner to challenge the order, if the same is detrimental to

the rights and interests of the petitioner. 

                                                                 Sd/-

     P.R. RAMACHANDRA MENON,  JUDGE.

Pn

 


