
IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM 

PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE K.VINOD CHANDRAN 

FRIDAY, THE 27TH DAY OF NOVEMBER 2015/6TH AGRAHAYANA, 1937

WP(C).No. 29034 of 2015 (D) 
----------------------------

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

          1.  E.R.MOHANAN, AGED 58 YEARS
  S/O.RAMAN, ERIMMAL HOUSE, KUZHUR PO
  MALA, CHALAKKUDY TALUK.

          2.  N.R.RAMMOHAN,  AGED 59 YEARS
  S/O.RAMAKRISHNAN, NELLIPARAMBATH HOUSE
  KANNAKUZHY PO., CHALAKUDY.

  BY ADV. SRI.N.ANILKUMAR

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

          1. THE MANAGING DIRECTOR,
  KERALA WATER AUTHORITY, TRIVANDRUM - 695 023.

          2. THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER, 
  KERALA WATER AUTHORITY, IRINJALAKUDA - 680 121.

          3. THE ASSISTANT ENGINEER,
  KERALA WATER AUTHORITY SUB - DIVISION
  NATTIKA SUB DIVISION, VELLANI - 680 701.

  R1-R3  BY ADV. SRI.MILLU DANDAPANI, SC, KERALA WATER AUTHORITY

  THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL)  HAVING COME UP FOR ADMISSION  
   ON  27-11-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE 
  FOLLOWING:



WP(C).No. 29034 of 2015 (D) 
----------------------------

APPENDIX

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

EXT.P1: TRUE COPY OF THE ORDER NO.KWA/TB/E3-6045/09 DATED 
25.11.2013.

EXT.P2: TRUE COPY OF THE ORDER DATED 23.07.2014.

EXT.P3: TRUE COPY OF THE COMMUNICATION DATED 1.10.2014.

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

// TRUE COPY //

P.A TO JUDGE

SB



                 K. VINOD CHANDRAN, J.
=====================
W.P.(C) No.29034 of 2015 - D

======================
Dated this the 27th day of November, 2015

J U D G M E N T

The petitioner is aggrieved with the non-consideration

of  Ext.P3  communication  of  the  2nd respondent  to  the  1st

respondent.  The communication is dated  01.10.2014.

2. In such circumstance, the 1st respondent definitely

will  have  to  look  at  the  communication  filed  before  it  and

consider the same in accordance with law, at any rate within a

period of three months from the date of receipt of the certified

copy of this judgment. It is made clear that this Court has not

made any observations on merits, which the 1st respondent will

consider, in accordance with law.

The writ petition is disposed of. 

                                                            Sd/-
              K. VINOD CHANDRAN,

      JUDGE

SB/27/11/2015
// true copy //

P.A to Judge. 


