
IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM 

PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE V.CHITAMBARESH 

FRIDAY, THE 20TH DAY OF MARCH 2015/29TH PHALGUNA, 1936

WP(C).No. 35129 of 2014 (M) 
----------------------------

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

  THE KOLIYAKODE CONSUMER CO-OPERATIVE SOCIETY LTD. 
  NO.T.1002, REPRESENTED BY ITS SECRETARY, VENJARAMOODU
  KOYILAKODE P.O., THIRUVANANTHAPURAM - 695 607.

  BY ADVS.SRI.V.G.ARUN
                   SRI.T.R.HARIKUMAR

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

          1. THE KERALA CO-OPERATIVE OMBUDSMAN
    THIRUVANANTHAPURAM - 695 001.

   *     2. M.K.VASUDEVAN PILLAI
    INDIRA NIVAS, VENJARAMOODU, KOLIYAKODE P.O.
    THIRUVANANTHAPURAM - 695 607.

 [NAME OF RESPONDENT R2 SUBSTITUTED AS 'N.K.SADASIVAN PILLAI' AS 
PER ORDER DATED 04.02.2015 IN IA 1430/15.]

  R2  BY ADV. SRI.N.NANDAKUMARA MENON (SR.)
  R2  BY ADV. SRI.P.K.MANOJKUMAR
  R2  BY ADV. SMT.SMITHA S.PILLAI

  THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL)  HAVING BEEN FINALLY HEARD  ON  
   20-03-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING:



WP(C).No. 35129 of 2014 (M) 
----------------------------

APPENDIX

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

EXHIBIT P1: A TRUE COPY OF THE JUDGMENT DATED 15/07/2014 IN WP(C) NO. 
12030 OF 2011.

EXHIBIT P2: A TRUE COPY OF THE COMPLAINT NO. 288/2014 DATED 18/06/2014 
FILED BY THE 2ND RESPONDENT.

EXHIBIT P3: A TRUE COPY OF THE COUNTER FILED BY THE PETITIONER IN 
COMPLAINT NO. 288/2014 DATED 22/07/2014.

EXHIBIT P4: A TRUE COPY OF THE ORDER DATED 20/11/2014 IN COMPLAINT NO. 
288/2014.

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

//TRUE COPY//

P.S. TO JUDGE. 



 V.CHITAMBARESH, J.
 ---------------------

W.P (C) No.35129 of 2014 
 ---------------------

Dated this the 20th day of March, 2015

J U D G M E N T

The entitlement of the second respondent to be

a member of the petitioner Society is already concluded

by the judgment in W.A.No.1940/2014.  Therefore there

is no necessity to test the correctness or otherwise of

Ext.P4 order of the Ombudsman directing the petitioner

Society to enroll the second respondent as a member.

The  question  whether  the  Co-operative  Ombudsman  has

jurisdiction to pass an order in the nature of Ext.P4

is left open.  

The Writ Petition is disposed of. 

 

       Sd/-
      V.CHITAMBARESH,

  Judge. 

nj.


