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No.6068/Suit 1 (2)/2013/Law

Law (Suit I) Department

No.24705/B1/2008/RD

12% - This Department is requested to opine on the further course of action on
the judgment dated 90.11.2012 of the Honourable High Court of Kerala in WER(C)
No. 2555972003 which upheld G.O.(Rt) N0.2219/2003/RD dated 29.07.2003
ordering reconveyance of 1.36 acres of land acquired for Malabar Market Committee
to one Kalyani Amma on remittance of compensation amount with due interest.

\23. It is seen from the said judgment that the Respondent. Government had
been taking a stand fully supporting the Government order which was challenged by
the President of the Perambra Panchayat. As the copy of the Statemerweft_s__gr
the Counter Affidavit of the Government is not forthcoming from the file, this
Depmsition to appreciate properly the actual stand taken by the
Government before the Honourable Court. This aspect assumes significance because
in a communication dated 12.01.2011 at page 177 c.f. addressed to the Advocate
General, it is seen requested to iake a stand before the Court that the impugned

order is not sustainable and to take steps to get the same quashed with a direction to

reconsider the matter. In view of the above, with the materials now available in this
-ﬁlel,'thim not in a position to give a proper advice on the question posed
by the _Administrative Department. The Administrative Department may, therefore,
get the'_views of the Advocate General, if necessary, by deputing a senior official of
that Department to peﬁm;“l-];«t;gt him personally, especially because of the replies
given before the LeEislative Assembly. Thereafter, if necessary, the file may be

retransmitted to this Department
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