IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM
PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE MR.ASHOK BHUSHAN
&
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE A.M.SHAFFIQUE

TUESDAY, THE 7TH DAY OF JULY 2015/16TH ASHADHA, 1937

Con.Case(C).No. 515 of 2010 (S)

1. JIKKU PAUL,
STUDENT, AGED 23, S/O. PAULOSE P.V.
VTH SEMESTER - AUTOMOBILE ENGINEERING
MATHA COLLEGE OF TECHNOLOGY, NORTH PARUR.

2. A.S.SHAM,
STUDENT, AGED 25, S/O. ABDUL KHAN,
VTH SEMESTER - AUTOMOBILE ENGINEERING
MATHA COLLEGE OF TECHNOLOGY, NORTH PARUR.

3. SHIRAS B.S.,
STUDENT, AGED 24, S/O.BADARUDHIN,
VTH SEMESTER - AUTOMOBILE ENGINEERING
MATHA COLLEGE OF TECHNOLOGY, NORTH PARUR.

4. JINU ROSE 1.,
STUDENT, AGED 22, D/O. JOSHY V.R.
VTH SEMESTER - ELECTRONICS AND COMMUNICATIONS
MATHA COLLEGE OF TECHNOLOGY, NORTH PARUR.

5. DAWN PAULY,
STUDENT, AGED 25, S/O. PAULY
VTH SEMESTER - COMPUTER SCIENCE
MATHA COLLEGE OF TECHNOLOGY, NORTH PARUR.

6. NIBU P.THOMAS,
STUDENT, AGED 21, S/O. THOMAS VARGHESE
VTH SEMESTER - AUTOMOBILE ENGINEERING
MATHA COLLEGE OF TECHNOLOGY, NORTH PARUR.

BY ADVS.SRI.KURIAN GEORGE KANNANTHANAM (SR.)
SRI.ABY ANTONY
SRI.JIJI THOMAS



RESPONDENTS/RESPONDENTS 1 & 2 :

1. PROF. M.R.UNNI,

FATHER'S NAME AND AGE NOT KNOWN TO THE PETITIONER
REGISTRAR, M.G.UNIVERSITY, KOTTAYAM.

2. DR.THOMAS JOHN MAMPARA,
FATHER'S NAME AND AGE NOT KNOWN TO THE PETITIONER
CONTROLLER OF EXAMINATION, M.G.UNIVERSITY, KOTTAYAM.

R1 & R2 BY SRI. T.A. SHAJI, SC, M.G.UNIVERSITY

THIS CONTEMPT OF COURT CASE (CIVIL) HAVING BEEN FINALLY HEARD
ON 07-07-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING:



ASHOK BHUSHAN, C.] &
A.M. SHAFFIQUIE, J.

Dated this the 7" day of July 2015

JUDGMENT

Ashok Bhushan, C]

This contempt case has been filed alleging non-compliance of
the directions issued by this Court in the judgment dated
22.12.2009 in W.P.(C) No.11446 of 2009. Against the said
judgment, the Mahatma Gandhi University, who was the first
respondent in the writ petition, had filed SLP (C) Nos.11165-
11172 of 2010 before the Apex Court. The Apex Court, by its
judgment dated 8.4.2011 allowed the appeals and set aside the
order of the High Court, subject to certain exception in the case of
students mentioned in paragraph 11 of the judgment.

2.  Since the Apex Court had already allowed the appeals
by setting aside the judgment of the High Court, against which
non-compliance is complained of in this contempt case, we see no
reason to proceed with the contempt case.

Accordingly, this Contempt Case is closed.

ASHOK BHUSHAN
CHIEF JUSTICE

A.M. SHAFFIQUE
JUDGE
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