
                    IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM

                                   PRESENT :

                    THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE C.N.RAMACHANDRAN NAIR                     

              MONDAY, THE 31ST MARCH 2008 / 11TH CHAITHRA 1930

                              WP(C).No. 10398 of 2008(K)
                              --------------------------

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

                  C.J.THOMAS, AGED 38 YEARS, S/O.JOSEPH
                  CHITTILAPPALLY HOUSE, MADATHIKKARA
                  PULLOOR VILLAGE, IRINJALAKKUDA, THRISSUR DISRTRICT

               BY ADV. SRI.M.G.KARTHIKEYAN

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

               1. STATE OF KERALA, REPRESENTED BY
                  SECRETARY, REVENUE DEPARTMENT, GOVT. SECRETARIAT
                  THIRUVANANTHAPURAM.

               2. THE DISTRICT COLLECTOR, THRISSUR.

               3. THE REVENUE DIVISIONAL OFFICER (RDO)
                  THRISSUR.

               4. THE TAHSILDAR, MUKUNDAPURAM TALUK
                  THRISSUR DISTRICT.

               5. P.J.DAVIS, S/O.LATE P.D.JOSEPH
                  PULLOKKARAN HOUSE, IRINJALAKKUDA
                  THRISSUR DISTRICT.

               6. SEEMA JOSEPH, W/O.DR.JOSEPH GEORGE
                  MEKKATTUKULAM HOUE, KOROTH LANE
                  NEAR LOURDES CHURCH, EAST FORT, THRISSUR.

R1 TO R4 BY G.P. SRI. MATHEW VADAKEL
               BY ADV. SRI.P.SANTHALINGAM
                       SRI.S.SHARAN

          THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL)  HAVING COME UP FOR ADMISSION 
          ON 31/03/2008,      THE COURT ON  THE SAME DAY  DELIVERED THE
          FOLLOWING:



C.N. RAMACHANDRAN NAIR,  J.
--------------------------------------------

W.P.C.  NO. 10398 OF 2008
--------------------------------------------

Dated this the 31st day of March, 2008

JUDGMENT

Though the petitioner purchased the property in revenue recovery

proceedings,  this  Court  in  judgment  dated 26.3.2008 interfered with

sale and allowed the defaulter to retain the property on clearing arrears.

Even though this Court held that petitioner is entitled to refund, no time

frame is  seen made in the judgment.   In the circumstances,  W.P. is

disposed of directing respondents 2 to 4 whoever is in charge to grant

refund to the petitioner within 30 days from the date of production of a

copy of this judgment by the petitioner.

(C.N. RAMACHANDRAN NAIR)
    Judge
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