
                                      IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM

                                                                              PRESENT :

                                                 THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE V.GIRI                                    

                                       FRIDAY, THE 31ST JULY 2009 / 9TH SRAVANA 1931

                                                             WP(C).No. 20781 of 2009(P)
                                                                    --------------------------

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

                  MURALEEDHARAN NAIR,
                  'ARUNODAYAM' MANNAR PO, ALAPPUZHA DIST.

                   BY ADV. MR. VINOD J.DEV
                                    MR. PRAMOD J.DEV

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

               1. STATE OF KERALA REP.BY ITS SECRETARY,
                   DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE, STATE SECRETARIAT,
                   THIRUVANANTHAPURAM.

               2. THE DISTRICT COLLECTOR,
                   ALAPPUZHA,.

               3. THE REVENUE DIVISIONAL OFFICER,
                   CHENGANNUR,. ALAPPUZHA.

               4. VASUDEVAN NAIR,
                   MURALEEVILASAM, MANNAR PO, 
                   ALAPPUZHA DIST.

               5. BALAKRISHNA PILLAI,
                   MURALEEVILASAM, MANNAR PO,
                   ALAPPUZHA DIST.

                   R1 TO R3 BY GOVERNMENT PLEADER MR. P.NARAYANAN

          THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL)  HAVING COME UP FOR ADMISSION ON 31/07/2009,
THE COURT ON  THE SAME DAY  DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING:



V.GIRI,J.
-------------------------

W.P ( C) No.20781 of 2009
--------------------------

Dated this the 31st July,2009

J U D G M E N T

Petitioner  and  4th respondent  are  brothers.    Fifth

respondent , their father executed a settlement deed in favour

of the petitioner   as per Document No.238/2000, covering an

extent of  9 Ares and 50 Sq.mtrs.   It is alleged that  the 5th

respondent later influenced the 4th respondent to cancel the

said  settlement deed and execute another document in favour

of the 4th respondent.  In the meanwhile,the property had been

mutated in the name of the petitioner.  That was also allegedly

cancelled by orders passed by the 3rd respondent.  Petitioner

submits that he sought for a copy of the same.  But it has not

been given to him.  He then approached the District Collector

vide Ext.P3.  Ext.P3 is pending before the District Collector.

The 2nd respondent shall look into Ext.P3 and do the needful

either by directing a copy of the order to be served on the

petitioner or by taking other  appropriate action, within two

months from the date of receipt of a copy of this judgment.

Writ petition is disposed of as above.

                                                         (V.GIRI,JUDGE)
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