IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM
PRESENT:
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE K.SURENDRA MOHAN
FRIDAY, THE 27TH DAY OF MARCH 2015/6TH CHAITHRA, 1937

RP.No. 214 of 2015

WP(C) 22418/2014, DATED 08-12-2014

REVIEW PETITIONER/PETITIOMNER:

SHANOOB K.K.,

KAKKADAN KOLLOTH HOUSE, RARICHAN ROAD,
ERANHIPALAM (PO), KOZHIKODE-673006.

BY ADV. SRIL.LK.PRAVEEN KUMAR

RESPONDENTS/RESPONDENTS:

1. CORPORATION OF KOZHIKODE
REPRESENTED BY ITS SECRETARY,
KOZHIKODE-673032.

2. THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER-I,
CPORPORATION OF KOZHIKODE,
KOZHIKODE-673032.

BY SRI.PV.SURENDRANATH, SC

THIS REVIEW PETITION HAVING COME UP FOR ADMISSION ON 27-03-2015,
THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY PASSED THE FOLLOWING:

PJ



K.SURENDRA MOHAN, J.

Review Petition No.214 of 2015
in
Writ Petition No0.22418 of 2014

Dated this the 27" day of March, 2015

ORDER

The petitioner has filed this review petition seeking
review of the judgment dated 08.12.2014 in W.P.(C)
No0.22418 of 2014. As per the judgment sought to be
reviewed, the impugned order Exhibit P1 has been set aside
and a direction has been issued to the second respondent to
consider the petitioner's application for building permit in
accordance with law and to pass appropriate orders
thereon.

2. According to the counsel for the petitioner, Rule
26 of Kerala Municipality Building Rules, 1999 is not
applicable to the petitioner's property. I do not see any
finding in the judgment sought to be reviewed to the effect
that Rule 26 was applicable. Since the case of the

petitioner has not been considered by me on the merits and



Review Petition No.214 of 2015
in
Writ Petition N0.22418 of 2014

no finding on the merits has been entered into by me in the
judgment sought to be reviewed, I do not find any substance
in the contentions of the counsel for the petitioner. There is
no error apparent on the face of the record or other
substantial grounds to review the judgment, as sought for.

In view of the above, this Review Petition is dismissed.

Sd/-
K.SURENDRA MOHAN,
JUDGE

kkj



