
IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM 

PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE C.T.RAVIKUMAR 

TUESDAY, THE 6TH DAY OF JANUARY 2015/16TH POUSHA, 1936

Con.Case(C).No. 1341 of 2014 (S)  
-----------------------------------------

 WP(C) 7715/2014 of THIS HONOURABLE COURT
----------

PETITIONER/PETITIONER IN THE WP  :
---------------------------------------------------- 

  HANEEF.T.B.,  AGED 58 YEARS, 
  6/710 JUTHEN PARAMBU, BAZAR ROAD, KOCHI - 2.

  BY ADVS.SRI.SALIM V.S.
                   SRI.SHANAVAS.S
                   SRI.H.NUJUMUDEEN
                   SRI.P.V.JEEVESH

RESPONDENT/1ST RESPONDENT IN THE W.P.:
------------------------------------------------------------------ 

  A.S.ANUJA
  D/O.NOT KNOWN TO THE PETITIONER
  AGE NOT KNOWN TO THE PETITIONER
  ADDL.SECRETARY IN CHARGE OF SECRETARY, 
  COCHIN CORPORATION OPP.BOAT JETTY ERNAKULAM 
  PIN - 682 011.

    BY ADV. SRI.MILLU DANDAPANI,SC, 
    BY SRI.P.K.SOYUZ,SC, 

  THIS CONTEMPT OF COURT CASE (CIVIL)  HAVING COME UP FOR 
  ADMISSION  ON  06-01-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED 
  THE FOLLOWING:

bp



Con.Case(C).No. 1341 of 2014 (S)

APPENDIX

PETITIONER'S ANNEXURES   :

ANNEXURE A1: COPY OF THE LAWYER NOTICE DT 13/6/2014.

ANNEXURE A2: ACKNOWLEDGMENT  CARD.

RESPONDENT'S ANNEXURES  : NIL.

//TRUE COPY//

P.A. TO JUDGE

bp



C.T.RAVIKUMAR, J
---------------------------------------

C.O.(C) No. 1341 of 2014
----------------------------------------
Dated this the  6th day of January, 2015

              JUDGMENT

The  captioned  contempt  petition  has  been  filed

alleging  wilful  disobedience with  the  directions  of  this  Court  in  the

judgment dated 24.3.2014 in W.P.(C) No.7715/2014. As per the said

judgment this Court directed the first respondent to consider Ext.P1,

with  notice  to  the  second respondent,  and pass  appropriate  orders

thereon, in accordance with law within a period of one month from the

date of receipt of a copy of this judgment. When this matter is taken

up  for  consideration  the  learned  counsel  for  the  first  respondent

submitted that in compliance with the directions in the judgment after

issuing notice to the second respondent as also to the writ petitioner

and after affording them an opportunity of being heard, orders have

been passed on Ext.P1. This is recorded. In the circumstances, this

contempt case is closed. It is made clear that if the petitioner or the

second  respondent  is  aggrieved  by  the  order  passed  by  the  first

respondent on Ext.P1 it will be open to the concerned  party to take up

the challenge in appropriate proceedings.

Sd/-

          C.T.RAVIKUMAR,JUDGE. 
dlk


