
IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM 

PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE A.V.RAMAKRISHNA PILLAI 

WEDNESDAY, THE 4TH DAY OF FEBRUARY 2015/15TH MAGHA, 1936

WP(C).No. 7114 of 2012 (L) 
---------------------------

PETITIONER:
-------------------

  JESSY VARGHESE, AGED 46 YEARS,
  D/O.LATE K.A.VARGHESE, KARINGEN HOUSE, 
  NADUVATTAM.P.O, KALADY(VIA), 
  ERNAKULAM DISTRICT, PIN-683572.

  BY ADVS.SRI.N.T.NANDAKUMAR (PARAVUR)
                   SRI.ASHISH MOHAN

RESPONDENT(S):
--------------------------

          1. THE REGIONAL TRANSPORT AUTHORITY, 
  KAKKANAD, KOCHI-682030.

          2.  JOINT REGIONAL TRANSPORT OFFICER,
  ANGAMALY, PIN-683572.

          3.  ANGAMALY MUNICIPALITY,
  ANGAMALY, PIN-683572,
  REPRESENTED BY ITS SECRETARY.

          4. THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER,
  ROADS DIVISION, KAKKANAD, ERNAKULAM,
  KOCHI, PIN-682030.

               R1, R2 & R4 BY GOVT. PLEADER SMT.SUNITHA VINOD
  R3  BY ADV. SRI.R.S.SARAT

  

  THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL)  HAVING BEEN FINALLY HEARD
  ON  04-02-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED
  THE FOLLOWING:

mbr/



WP(C).No. 7114 of 2012 (L) 
-------------------------------------

                              APPENDIX 
  
  
PETITIONER(S) EXHIBITS: 
------------------------------------
  
EXT-P1 :  TRUE COPY OF THE LAND TAX RECIEPT NO.3001406 ISSUED BY 

 ANGAMALY VILLAGE OFFICER.

EXT.P2  : TRUE COPY OF THE COMPLAINT SENT TO RESPONDENT NO.3.

EXT.P3 :  TRUE COPY OF THE COMPLAINT SENT TO RESPONDENT NO.4.
  
  
RESPONDENTS' EXHIBITS: - NIL
--------------------------------------

/TRUE COPY/

P.S. TO JUDGE

mbr/ 



A.V. RAMAKRISHNA PILLAI, J.
--------------------------------------------------

W.P.(C) No. 7114 of 2012
--------------------------------------------------

Dated this the 4th day of February, 2015

J U D G M E N T

This writ petition has been filed by the petitioner for

removal of the alleged illegal waiting shed on the side of

the road.

2. Today,  when the matter  came up for hearing,

the  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  submitted  that

subsequent to the filing of the writ petition, there was no

further  construction  and  the  structure  already

constructed is not existing.  

Therefore,  the  writ  petition  is  closed  without

prejudice  to  the  right  of  the  petitioner  to  approach  a

competent  forum if  and  when  she  is  aggrieved  by  any

further action by the respondents.

   Sd/-
A.V. RAMAKRISHNA PILLAI

JUDGE

bka/- 


