IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM
PRESENT:
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE K.VINOD CHANDRAN
WEDNESDAY, THE 10TH DAY OF JUNE 2015/20TH JYAISHTA, 1937

WP(C).No. 17359 of 2015 (T)

PETITIONER(S):

K.C.ABDUL LATHEEF,

ALLOR HOUSE, SHANTHAPURAM, PATTIKKAD,
PERINTHALMANNA, MALAPPURAM DISTRICT, KERALA.
BY ADV. SRI.V.V.SURESH

RESPONDENT(S):

1. STATE OF KERALA,
REPRESENTED BY SECRETARY, DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE
THIRUVANANTHAPURAM-695001.

2. THE DISTRICT COLLECTOR
COLLECTORATE, MALAPPURAM DISTRICT-676505.

3. THAHASILDAR, TALUK OFFICE,
PERINTHALMANNA, MALAPPURAM DISTRICT-679322.

BY GOVERNMENT PLEADER SMT.C.K.SHERIN

THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) HAVING COME UP FOR ADMISSION
ON 10-06-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE
FOLLOWING:

PJ
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APPENDIX

PETITIONER(S)' EXHIBITS

EXHIBIT-P1: TRUE COPY OF THE DISABILITY CERTIFICATE ISSUED BY
GOVERNMENT AUTHORITY DATED 26/9/2003.

EXHIBIT-P2: TRUE COPY OF THE COMPLAINT FILED BEFORE THE DISTRICT
COLLECTOR DATED 29.3.2011.

EXHIBIT-P3: TRUE COPY OF THE REPRESENTATION FILED BEFORE THE LAND
REVENUE COMMISSIONER BY THE PETITIONER DATED 29/03/2011.

EXHIBIT-P4: TRUE COPY OF REPRESENTATION FILED BY THE PETITIONER DATED
25.01.2012.

RESPONDENT(S)' EXHIBITS

NIL.

| TRUE COPY /

P.S. TO JUDGE
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K. VINOD CHANDRAN, J

Dated this the 10" day of June, 2015

JUDGMENT

The petitioner's grievances in the synopsis is as follows:
“The petitioner is honest and gentle towards
the public. In Malappuram District there
are Maphias like land revenue, real estate
etc. The Government officials and the
politicians are part of this Maphias. They
are looting the poor people. As a honest and
genuine official this powerful group always
attacking the petitioner by various ways.
Petitioner filed so many representations and
complaints before the District Collector and
his higher officers for an impartial enquiry
with respect to the merits but not considered

due to the high influence of the politicians
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and Maphia groups. Instead they harassing
the petitioner. Petitioner complaints are
pending before the authority.”

The writ petition also discloses no better, sustainable
pleadings. The complaints annexed along with the writ petition
indicate that the petitioner is aggrieved by the various complaints
received by the District Authority with respect to the appointment
of the petitioner and repeated medical examination carried on
without any specific instances pointed out. There are also vague
reference to 3™ party complaints. None of these arid facts lead to
a cause for issuance of a writ by this Court. In such circumstance

Writ petition would stand dismissed.

Sd/-
(K. VINOD CHANDRAN, JUDGE)
jma [[true copy//

P.A to Judge



