
IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM 

PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE K.VINOD CHANDRAN 

THURSDAY, THE 28TH DAY OF MAY 2015/7TH JYAISHTA, 1937

W.P.(C).No.14597 of 2015 (Y) 
---------------------------------------------------

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

  RAGHAVAN, AGED 70 YEARS, S/O. KUNJAN, 
  KANDATHIPARAMBU, MUTTATHIPARAMBU P.O.,
  CHERTHALA, ALAPPUZHA DISTRICT.

  BY ADV. SRI.K.C.SUDHEER.

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

         1. THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER,
  KERALA WATER AUTHORITY, CHERTHALA, ALAPPUZHA, PIN - 690 001.

         2. SUB INSPECTOR OF POLICE,
  CHERTHALA POLICE STATION, ALAPPUZHA DISTRICT, PIN - 690 001.

  R1  BY STANDING COUNSEL SRI.MILLU DANDAPANI.
  R2  BY GOVERNMENT PLEADER SMT.CK. SHERIN.
  

  THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL)  HAVING COME UP FOR ADMISSION  ON 
 28-05-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING:



WP(C).No.14597 of 2015 (Y) 
---------------------------------------

APPENDIX

PETITIONER(S)' EXHIBITS:-
---------------------------------------

EXT.P1 : COPY OF THE COMPLAINT DTD.1.5.2015 FILED BEFORE THE 
2ND RESPONDENT.

EXT.P2 : COPY OF THE RECEIPT DTD.1.5.2015 ISSUED FROM THE
CHERTHALA POLICE STATION ACKNOWLEDGING RECEIPT 
OF EXT.P1.

EXT.P3 : COPY OF THE REQUEST DTD.4.5.2015 SUBMITTED BY THE
PETITIONER BEFORE THE 1ST RESPONDENT.

RESPONDENT(S)' EXHIBITS:-
----------------------------------------- NIL.

Vku/- [ true copy ]



K. Vinod Chandran, J
 --------------------------------------
 W.P.(C).No.14597 of 2015-Y
  ------------------------------------- 

Dated this the 28th day of  May, 2015

JUDGMENT

The learned Standing Counsel for the respondent has filed

a statement on behalf of respondent No.1, contending that the water

connection  to  the  petitioner's  house  was  disrupted  only  since  the

adjacent property owner,  through whose property the water line was

drawn, has objected to such drawing of water line. Such an objection

was raised only when a leakage was detected and the officials of the

Kerala Water  Authority [for  brevity “KWA”] inspected the property for

rectifying the defects. It is also stated that the adjacent property owner

had not given a consent and the connection was continued all  these

years because there was no objection raised. The KWA also states, in

paragraph 4 of  the statement,  that  an alternate  connection  is  being

drawn   through  the  nearby  road  and  that  the  KWA is  hopeful  of

providing the water connection through the alternate route, within ten

days from today. The submission is recorded and the writ  petition is

disposed of, leaving open the contentions of the petitioner.

           Sd/- 
K.Vinod Chandran

Judge.
vku/-

[ true copy ]


