
IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM 

PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE A.V.RAMAKRISHNA PILLAI 

TUESDAY, THE 11TH DAY OF AUGUST 2015/20TH SRAVANA, 1937

WP(C).No. 24316 of 2015 (L) 
----------------------------

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

  SUKUMARAN,  RAM NIVAS, 
  POOCHAKKAL.P.O, CHERTHALA-688526.

  BY ADVS.SRI.P.SANTHOSH KUMAR (TR)
                   SRI.T.P.SAJAN

RESPONDENTS:
------------------------

  THE SECRETARY,
  REGIONAL TRANSPORT AUTHORITY,
  OFFICE OF THE REGIONAL TRANSPORT AUTHORITY,
  ALAPPUZHA, PIN-688001.

   BY GOVERNMENT PLEADER SMT.K.A.SANJEETHA

  THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL)  HAVING COME UP FOR ADMISSION 
  ON  11-08-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE 
  FOLLOWING:

mbr/



WP(C).No. 24316 of 2015 (L) 
--------------------------------------

APPENDIX

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

P1 ; TRUE COPY OF THE APPLICATION DATED 9.7.2015 FOR REVISION OF 
TIMINGS.

P2 : TRUE COPY OF THE PROPOSED TIME SCHEDULE DATED NIL IN RESPECT OF 
VEHICLE KL 4U 3945 ON THE ROUTE CHERTHALA-VYTTILA.

P3  : TRUE COPY OF THE PRESENT TIME SCHEDULE ISSUED ON 23.10.2014.

RESPONDENTS' EXHIBITS: NIL.

//TRUE COPY//

P.S. TO JUDGE

mbr/



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

W.P.(C)No.24316 of 2015
-------------------------------

Dated this the 11th day of August, 2015.

J U D G M E N T

The petitioner is seeking a direction to the respondent

authority to consider and pass orders on Ext.P1 application

along  with  Ext.P2  proposal  for  allowing  revision  of  own

timings in respect of petitioner's vehicle bearing No.KL-4 U

3945 operating in the route Cherthala-Vyttila.

2.  The petitioner is operating a regular services on the

above  route.   According  to  the  petitioner,  since  the

operation of service with the present time schedule is un-

economical,  he  submitted  Ext.P1  request  for  revision  of

timings with Ext.P2 proposal to change the passing time of

10.02 a.m. at Poochakkal as 10.04 a.m. by giving 2 minutes

halting time at Poochakkal instead of 2 minutes halting at

Thavanakkadavu and allot the above said time slots to the

petitioner's vehicle, which will be beneficial to the petitioner

as well as the travelling public.  According to the petitioner,
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2

the respondent  authority  is  not  taking any  action  to  pass

orders on Ext.P1 application.  It is with this background the

petitioner approached this Court.

3.   I have heard the learned standing counsel for the

respondent and the learned Government Pleader.

4.   Considering  the  reliefs  sought  for  and  the

submissions made, this writ petition is disposed of directing

the  respondent  to  consider  and  pass  positive  orders  on

Ext.P1 application along with Ext.P2 proposed timings.

To  facilitate  an  early  action,  it  shall  be  open  to  the

petitioner to produce a copy of the writ petition as well as a

copy of this judgment before the respondent.

Sd/-
       A.V.RAMAKRISHNA PILLAI, 

    Judge.
ami/

//True copy//

P.A. to Judge


