IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM
PRESENT:
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE P.R.RAMACHANDRA MENON

WEDNESDAY, THE 8TH DAY OF JULY 2015/17TH ASHADHA, 1937

RP.No. 568 of 2015 (T) 1IN WP(C).12157/2015

AGAINST THE ORDER/JUDGMENT IN WP(C) 12157/2015 of HIGH COURT OF KERALA
DATED 10.04.2015

REVIEW PETITIONER/PETITIONER:

VALAMANGALAM HORTICULTURE PRIVATE LIMITED
BUILDING NO.18/46-52, PARRY JUNCTION, KOCHI-682005
REPRESENTED BY ITS MANAGING DIRECTOR.

BY ADVS.SRI.K.JAJU BABU (SR.)
SMT .M.U.VIJAYALAKSHMI

RESPONDENT/RESPONDENT :

THE DISTRICT COLLECTOR
ALAPPUZHA-688001.

R BY SENIOR GOVERNMENT PLEADER SRI. P.M. SANEER
THIS REVIEW PETITION HAVING BEEN FINALLY HEARD ON 08-07-2015,

ALONG WITH WPC. 12157/2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY PASSED THE
FOLLOWING:



R.P. NO. 568 OF 2015

APPENDIX

REVIEW PETITIONER'S ANNEXURES:

ANNEXURE A : COPY OF THE REPRESENTATION DATED 11.06.2015
ALONG WITH ACKNOWLEDGMENT

/TRUE COPY/

P.A. TO JUDGE
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Review Petition No. 568 of 2015
in
W.P.(C) No. 12157 of 2015
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Dated, this the 8" day of July, 2015

ORDER

C.M. Appln. 226 of 2015

This is an application to condone the delay in filing the review
petition.

2. Heard the learned counsel for the review petitioner as well
as the learned Government Pleader appearing for the respondent.

3. Considering the explanation offered in the affidavit filed in
support of the application, the delay is condoned.

R.P.

On the basis of the submission made by either sides, the review
petition is taken up for consideration.

2. The learned counsel for the review petitioner points out that
at the time of filing the writ petition, the grievance of the writ
petitioner was sought to be projected with reference to Ext. P2
representation. Subsequently, it is revealed that there was some

mistake in the survey numbers mentioned in Ext. P2. It is stated that
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pointing out the said mistake, the review petitioner has filed
Annexure A representation dated 11.06.2015 before the
respondent. The prayer is to cause the same also to be considered
within a reasonable time.

3. After hearing the learned counsel for the review petitioner
and the learned Government Pleader, this Court finds it fit and
proper to cause Annexure A representation as well to be considered
by the respondent together with Ext. P2 application. Appropriate
orders shall be passed in accordance with law, after giving an
opportunity of hearing to the petitioner and other interested
parties, if any. The judgment already passed by this Court on
10.04.2015 will stand modified to the said extent.

The review petition stands disposed of.

Sd/-

P. R. RAMACHANDRA MENON,
(JUDGE)
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