IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM
PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE MR.ASHOK BHUSHAN
&
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE A.M.SHAFFIQUE

TUESDAY, THE 16TH DAY OF JUNE 2015/26TH JYAISHTA, 1937
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SAKIR HUSSAIN, AGED 53 YEARS
S/0. MUHAMMED KASIM, SAKKIR MANSIL, CHITHARA P.O.
KOLLAM.

BY ADV. SRI.M.R.SARIN

RESPONDENT (S) :-

1. STATE OF KERALA REPRESENTED BY SECRETARY,
HOME DEPARTMENT, GOVERNEMNT SECRETARIAT
THIRUVANANTHAPURAM - 695 001.

2. CIRCLE INSPECTOR OF POLICE, KADAKKAL POLICE STATION,
KADAKKAL, KOLLAM DISTRICT - 691 001.

3. SUB INSPECTOR OF POLICE
KADAKKAL POLICE STATION, KADAKKAL, KOLLAM - 691 001.

4. ASAN KANI RAWTHER
MUTHAVALLY, CHITHARA HIDAYATHUL ISLAM MADRASA
CITHARA P.O., KOLLAM DISTRICT - 691 001.

5. A.S.JAVAD, AGED 32 YEARS
S/O. SHARAFUDEEN, SHAFEENA MANSIL, VALAPATTU P.O.
KOLLAM - 691 001.

6. SALAM SHA, AGED 30 YEARS
S/0. ABDULSALAM, SHEETA MANSIL, KALLUVETTANKUZHI
MANGODU P.O., KOLLAM - 691 001.

7. MUHAMMED ASLAM, AGED 32 YEARS
S/O0. HUSSAIN SAHIB, A.S.MANSIL, KIZHAKKUMBHAGAM
CHITHARA P.O., KOLLAM - 691 001.
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8. SHAMSUDEEN, AGED 40 YEARS
S/0. ASANARU PILLAI, PLACHIRAVATTOM VEEDU
CHITHARA P.O., KOLLAM - 691 001.

Addl.9. CHITHARA MUSLIM JAMA-ATH
CHITHARA P.O., KOLLAM,
REPRESENTED BY ITS SECRETARY.

ADDL.R9 IS IMPLEADED AS PER ORDER DATED 03.06.2015 IN
IA 7224/15.

ADDL.10.NIZARUDDEEN, AGED 54 YEARS,
S/0.ABDU RAHIMAN, RESIDING AT NAJAF HOUSE,
ARIYAKUZHU.P.O., CHITHARA, KOLLAM.

ADDL.R10 IS IMPLEADED AS PER ORDER DATED 16.6.2015 IN
I.A.No.7259/2015.

R1-R3 BY STATE ATTORNEY SRI.P.VIJAYARAGHAVAN

ADDL.R9 BY ADV. SRI.J.JAYAKUMAR

ADDL.R10 BY ADV. SRI.K.R.AVINASH (KUNNATH)
SRI.ABDUL RAOOF PALLIPATH
SRI.C.H.ABDUL RASAC

THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) HAVING COME UP FOR ADMISSION
ON 16-06-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE
FOLLOWING:

jvt



ASHOK BHUSHAN, C.J] &
A.M. SHAFFIQUIE, J.

Dated this the 16™ day of June 2015

JUDGMENT

Ashok Bhushan, C]

Learned counsel for the petitioner seeks permission to
withdraw the writ petition. Learned counsel appearing for the
impleaded respondent has raised some objection.

2. In view of the fact that the petitioner does not intend to
proceed with the writ petition and prays for withdrawal, we see no
basis for the objection raised by the learned counsel for the
impleaded respondent.

Hence, this writ petition is dismissed as withdrawn.

Sd/-
ASHOK BHUSHAN
CHIEF JUSTICE

Sd/-
A.M. SHAFFIQUE
JUDGE
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