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Sudhani Vs. Salini M.P.

SooperKanoon Citation : sooperkanoon.com/1015306

Court : Kerala

Decided On : Jan-30-2013

Judge : Honourable Mr.Justice Pius C.Kuriakose

Appellant : Sudhani

Respondent : Salini M.P.

Judgement :

IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM PRESENT: THE

HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE PIUS C.KURIAKOSE & THE HON'BLE MR.

JUSTICE P.D.RAJAN WEDNESDAY, THE 30TH DAY OF JANUARY 2013 10TH

MAGHA 193 Mat.Appeal.No. 771 of 2012 () -----------------------------------------

AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 11 12-2012 IN E.A.NO.51/2012 IN E.P.NO.6/08

AND OP.1136/2006 of FAMILY COURT,ERNAKULAM

APPELLANT(S)/PETITIONERS/CLAIMANTS:

-------------------------------------------------------------- 1. SUDHANI D/O.KOCHUVAVA,

AGED 2 YEARS, KAJIYATH HOUSE,KAMMATTIPADAM COCHIN-20.

2. AMMINI W/O.KOCHUVAVA, DO. DO.

3. RINI W/O.PRATHAPAN, DO. DO.

4. MINI D/O.KOCHUVAVA, DO. DO.
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5. GINIL S/O.KOCHUVAVA, DO. DO. BY ADV. SRI.P.J.JOSEPH

PANIKKASSERY RESPONDENT(S): ---------------------------- 1. SHALINI M.P.

MOOLAKATHARA HOUSE,NADUVATHU NAGAR P.O., CHERTHALA P.O.

2. SUNIL KUMAR K.K. THUNDIPARAMBIL HOUSE,KUMBALAM P.O.,KOCHI.

3. JEEJAN T., AGED 3 YEARS, S/O.THANKACHAN,THUNDATHIL HOUSE,RAIL

NAGAR VYTTILA P.O.,KOCHI-19. R1 BY ADV.SRI.MOHAMMED HASHIM(B/O)

R2 BY ADV. SRI.A.S.SASIDHARAN R3 BY ADVS. SRI.JIMMY GEORGE

VATTATHARA(B/O) & SRI.T.S.JIBU THIS MATRIMONIAL APPEAL HAVING

BEEN FINALLY HEARD ON 30-01-2013, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY

DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING: MNS PIUS C. KURIAKOSE & P.D.RAJAN, JJ.

------------------------------ Mat. Appeal No.771 of 2012 ------------------------------- Dated

this the 30th day of January, 2013 JUDGMENT PIUS C. KURIAKOSE, J.

It is seen that while allowing I.A 17.of 2013 and granting time to the appellants till

28.01.2013 to comply with the conditions imposed by us for granting stay this

Court had made it clear that further extension of time will not be granted. On going

through the proceeding sheet we find that this a case where maximum indulgence

was shown by this Court towards the respondent. We vacate the interim order

already granted. We are not inclined to entertain this appeal filed by the appellants

because notwithstanding several opportunities given, they have not chosen to

comply with the conditions imposed. This appeal is therefore rejected. PIUS C.

KURIAKOSE Judge P.D.RAJAN Judge mns
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