
                         IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM 

PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE K.T.SANKARAN 

MONDAY, THE 8TH DAY OF JUNE 2015/18TH JYAISHTA, 1937

WP(C).No. 24083 of 2006 (P) 
----------------------------

PETITIONER(S):
--------------------- 

  HAMSA, S/O.MOHAMMAD, AGED 43,
  NEEDIYEDATH HOUSE, VADANAMKUZHI

             SHORNUR, PALAKKAD DISTRICT.

  BY ADVS.SRI.R.S.KALKURA
                   SRI.M.S.KALESH
                   SRI.M.R.SARIN
                   SRI.HARISH GOPINATH
                   SRI.V.VINAY MENON
                   SRI.KIRAN SANKAR

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

          1. UNION OF INDIA, REPRESENTED BY
  MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM, NEW DELHI.

          2. HINDUSTAN PETROLEUM,
  OFFICE OF ZONAL HEAD LPG, SOUTH ZONE
  YALAMUTHU NATARAJAN BUILDING NO.8, GANDHI IRWIN ROAD
  P.B.NO.4035, EGMORE, CHENNAI.

          3. HINDUSTAN PETROLEUM CRPN.LTD.,
  REPRESENTED BY REGIONAL MANAGER, FILING STATION
  KANJICODE, PALAKKAD.

          4. SENIOR MANAGER, ENGINEERING AND
  PURCHASE, OFFICE OF ZONAL HEAD LPG, SOUTH ZONE
  YALAMUTHU NATARAJAN BUILDING NO.8, GANDHI IRWIN ROAD
  P.B.NO.4035, EGMORE, CHENNAI.

  R,R1  BY ADV. SRI.P.MURALEEDHARAN, ADDL.CGSC
  R,R2 & 4  BY ADV. SRI.E.K.NANDAKUMAR
  R,ADDL.R5  BY ADV. SRI.K.L.VARGHESE
  R,ADDL.R5  BY ADV. SMT.SANTHA VARGHESE
  R BY SRI.E.K.NANDAKUMAR SC FOR R2 & R3
 

             THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) HAVING BEEN FINALLY HEARD ON 
             08-06-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE 
             FOLLOWING:

 



              
                                     K.T.SANKARAN, J.

--------------------------------------
          W.P.(C) No.24083 of 2006             

--------------------------------------
Dated this the 8th day of June, 2015

              JUDGMENT

    The learned counsel  appearing for  respondents  2  and 3

submitted that the Writ Petition has become infructuous. The

learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  submitted  that  he  has  not

received instructions.  Recording the submission of respondents

2 and 3, the Writ Petition is dismissed as infructuous.  If the

petitioner is of the view that the Writ Petition has not become

infructuous, the petitioner is free to  file a memo within a period

of  one  month,  in  which  case  the  Writ  Petition  will  stand

revived.                 

                                                                              K.T.SANKARAN
                                                                                      JUDGE 

csl


