
IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM 

PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE A.MUHAMED MUSTAQUE 

FRIDAY, THE 21ST DAY OF AUGUST 2015/30TH SRAVANA, 1937

Con.Case(C).No. 840 of 2015 (S)  

---------------------------------------------

WP(C) 547/2013,  DATED 10-11-2014

---------------------

PETITIONER(S)/PETITIONER:

----------------------------------------

  PARAMESWARAN NAIR, AGED 63 YEARS, 

  S/O. NARAYANA PILLAI, THUDALIMOOLA HOUSE, MALAYAM P.O.,

  NOW RESIDING AT TC 3/2065, LAKSHMI NAGAR, LIC LANE,

  PATTOM, THIRUVANANTHAPURAM.

  BY ADVS.SRI.BECHU KURIAN THOMAS

                   SRI.ENOCH DAVID SIMON JOEL

RESPONDENT(S)/3RD RESPONDENT:

------------------------------------------------------

  GEETHA, 

  FATHER'S NAME NOT KNOWN TO THE PETITIONER,

  AGE NOT KNOWN TO THE PETITIONER, GEOLOGIST

  DISTRICT OFFICE, DEPARTMENT OF MINING AND GEOLOGY,

  THIRUVANANTHAPURAM - 695 001.

  BY GOVERNMENT PLEADER SRI.GIKKU GEORGE

  THIS CONTEMPT OF COURT CASE (CIVIL)  HAVING BEEN FINALLY HEARD  

  ON  21-08-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE 

  FOLLOWING:

PJ



Con.Case(C).No. 840 of 2015 (S)  

---------------------------------------------

APPENDIX

PETITIONERS' ANNEXURES

---------------------------------------

ANNEXURE A1: CERTIFIED COPY OF THE JUDGMENT DATED 10/11/14 IN 

  WPC.NO.547/13 ON THE FILES OF THIS HONOURABLE COURT.

RESPONDENTS' ANNEXURE

----------------------------------------

 NIL.

/ TRUE COPY 

P.S. TO JUDGE 

PJ



A.MUHAMED MUSTAQUE, J.
*****************************************************************************

Contempt Case (C) No.840 of  2015
******************************************************************************

Dated this the 21st day of August,  2015

                              JUDGMENT

It is submitted by the learned Government Pleader that actually

condition No.2 is never intended to be obtained by the petitioner.  It is

further  submitted  that  on  account  of  apparent  mistake  in  not

incorporating the word 'not'  in the order, created confusion. In that

view of  the  matter,  the  contempt  is  closed  ordering that  condition

No.2  shall  not  be  insisted  for  the  purpose  of  processing  the

application.  The  Geologist  is  directed  to  issue  fresh  order

incorporating these aspects.

Sd/-

A.MUHAMED MUSTAQUE, JUDGE
ln


