IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM
PRESENT:
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE DAMA SESHADRI NAIDU
THURSDAY, THE 29TH DAY OF JANUARY 2015/9TH MAGHA, 1936

WP(C).No. 1312 of 2015 (L)

PETITIONER(S):

SAMUEL VARGHESE, AGED 56 YEARS,

S/0.VARKEY SAMUEL, PALATHINAL SS VILLA,
THIRUVANVANDOOR VILLAGE, KALLISSERI P.O., CHENGANNOOR
ALAPPUZHA DISTRICT- 689124, (TRUSTEE

UMYATTUKARA MAR THOMA CHURCH, KALLISSERI).

BY ADVS.SRI.SURIN GEORGE IPE
SRI.M.V.BIPIN

RESPONDENT(S):

1. STATE OF KERALA,
REPRESENTED BY ITS PRINCIPAL SECRETARY
DEPARTMENT OF LOCAL SELF GOVERNMENT,
GOVERNMENT SECRETARIAT, THIRUVANANTHAPURAM-695001.

2. THIRUVANVANDOOR GRAMA PANCHAYAT
REPRESENTED BY ITS SECRETARY, 689109.

3. P.LTHOMAS
PUTHETHU, PANDANADU NORTH P.O., CHENGANNUR
ALAPPUZHA DISTRICT, 689106.

R1 BY GOVERNMENT PLEADER SRI.JUSTIC JACOB
R3 BY ADV. SRI.JOSEPH P.ALEX

THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) HAVING BEEN FINALLY HEARD ON 29-01-2015,

THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING:

PJ



WP(C).No. 1312 of 2015 (L)

APPENDIX

PETITIONER(S)' EXHIBITS

EXHIBIT-P1: PHOTOGRAPH SHOWING THE LIE AND NATURE OF THE BUILDING
OWNED BY THE 3RD RESPONDENT AFTER ACQUISITION.

EXHIBIT-P2: TRUE COPY OF THE NO OBJECTION CERTIFICATE ISSUED BY THE 2ND
RESPONDENT DATED 20.11.2013 VIDE NO.A6-4029/13.

EXHIBIT-P3: TRUE COPY OF THE INJUNCTION ORDER DATED 19.08.2014 IN
1.A.1168/2014 IN O.S.286/2014.

EXHIBIT-P4: TRUE COPY OF THE STOP MEMO NO.A6-4226/2013 DATED 11.12.2013
ISSUED BY THE 2ND RESPONDENT TO THE 3RD RESPONDENT.

EXHIBIT-P4(A): TRUE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF EXT.P4.

EXHIBIT-P5: TRUE COPY OF THE INFORMATION GIVEN UNDER RIGHT TO
INFORMATION ACT AS PER PROCEEDINGS DATED 19.08.2014 OF THE 2ND
RESPONDENT.

EXHIBIT-P5(A): TRUE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF EXT.P5.

EXHIBIT-P6: PHOTOGRAPHS SHOWING THE PRESENT STATUS OF THE BUILDING
OWNED BY THE 3RD RESPONDENT.

EXHIBIT-P7: TRUE COPY OF THE FINAL ORDER DATED 18.12.2014 IN APPEAL
1184/2013 OF THE TRIBUNAL OF LOCAL SELF GOVERNMENT INSTITUTIONS.

RESPONDENT(S)' EXHIBITS




DAMA SESHADRI NAIDU, J.

Dated this the 29" day of January, 2015

JUDGMENT

The learned counsel for the petitioner seeks permission to
withdraw the writ petition. Permission is granted. The writ

petition is dismissed as withdrawn.

DAMA SESHADRI NAIDU
JUDGE

DMR/-



