
IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM 

PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE T.R.RAMACHANDRAN NAIR 

TUESDAY, THE 11TH DAY OF AUGUST 2015/20TH SRAVANA, 1937

Con.Case(C).No. 169 of 2011 (S) 

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

 IN WP(C) 27008/2009 of HIGH COURT OF KERALA DATED 11-10-2010

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

PETITIONER(S)/PETITIONER:

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

  PADMAKSHY KESAVAN, AGED 80 YEARS, W/O.KESAVAN,

  VADAKKUPURATH KARIYIL, THANNEERMUKKOM, PO

  CHERTHALA, ALAPPUZHA.

  BY ADV. SRI.J.OMPRAKASH

RESPONDENT(S)/RESPONDENT:

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

  GOPALAKRISHNAN PILLAI,

  WORKING AS SECRETARY, FREEDOM FIGHTER'S DIVISION

  MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS, LOK NAYAK BHAVAN

  KHAN MARKET, NEW DELHI, PIN-110003.

  

  R1  BY ADV. SRI.N.NAGARESH, ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL

   

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

ON  11-08-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING:



Con.Case(C).No. 169 of 2011 (S) 

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

APPENDIX

PETITIONER(S)' ANNEXURE :

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

ANNEXURE A  : A TRUE COPY OF THE JUDGMENT OF THIS 

HONOURABLE COURT IN W.P.C.NO.27008/2009 

DATED 11.10.2010.

RESPONDENT(S)' ANNEXURE  :

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

ANNEXURE R-1  TRUE COPY OF THE ORDER DATED 17.1.2011 IN 

SPECIAL LEAVE TO APPEAL(CIVIL) NO.156/2011 

PASSED BY THE HONOURABLE SUPREME COURT

             OF INDIA.

/TRUE COPY/

PA TO JUDGE

VS



 
T.R.RAMACHANDRAN NAIR, J.

---------------------------------------------------
Con.Case.No.169 of 2011 

---------------------------------------------------
Dated this the 11th day of August, 2015

JUDGMENT

It  is  pointed  out  that  the directions  issued by

this  Court  in  Annexure  A  judgment  have  not  been

complied with.  It is submitted by the learned counsel that

the  respondent  has  challenged  the  same  in  S.L.P.(C).

No.156/2011 and the operation of the judgment has been

stayed. 

In that view of the matter, the contempt case is

closed,  with  liberty  to  move  again,  if  required  at  the

appropriate time. 

               

                 T.R.RAMACHANDRAN NAIR,
                                     JUDGE

 

 

vs


