
SooperKanoon - India's Premier Online Legal Search - sooperkanoon.com

Paulose Vs. State of Kerala

Paulose Vs. State of Kerala

SooperKanoon Citation : sooperkanoon.com/1021365

Court : Kerala

Decided On : Jul-29-2013

Judge : Honourable Mr.Justice K.Harilal

Appellant : Paulose

Respondent : State of Kerala

Judgement :

IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM PRESENT: THE

HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE K.HARILAL MONDAY,THE 29TH DAY OF JULY

2013 7TH SRAVANA, 1935 Crl.Rev.Pet.No. 389 of 2013 ()

----------------------------------------- AGAINST THE ORDER IN MC

166/12/M(5972/12/D) of SUB DIVISIONAL MAGISTRATE COURT, FORT KOCHI.

............ REVISION PETITIONERS/COUNTER PETITIONERS:

------------------------------------------------------------------------ 1. PAULOSE S/O.

VARKEY, OLIKKARA HOUSE, PAINGARAPPILLY MULANTHURUTHY VILLAGE,

ERNAKULAM.

2. ANNAM W/O. PAULOSE, OLIKKARA HOUSE, PAINGARAPPILLY

MULANTHURUTHY VILLAGE, ERNAKULAM. BY ADVS.SRI. T. PRASAD

SRI.A.HAROON RASHEED RESPONDENTS/COMPLAINANT & STATE

---------------------------------------------------------- 1. STATE OF KERALA

REPRESENTED BY THE SUB DIVISIONAL MAGISTRATE FORTKOCHI,

THROUGH THE PUBLIC PROSECUTOR HIGH COURT OF KERALA,
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ERNAKLUAM.

2. ANOOP P. MALAYIL PUTHANPURA, PAINGARAPPILLY, MULANTHURUTHY

VILLAGE, PAINGARAPPILLY, ERNAKULAM - 682314.

3. ABHILASH K.NAIR KANAKKACHERIL, MULANTHURUTHY VILLAGE,

PAINGARAPPILLY ERNAKULAM-682314. R1 BY PUBLIC PROSECUTOR

SRI.LIJU V.STEPHEN R2 BY ADVS. SMT.K.ANILA SRI.JOSEPH C.VARGHESE

THIS CRIMINAL REVISION PETITION HAVING BEEN FINALLY HEARD ON 29-

07-2013, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY PASSED THE FOLLOWING: tss

K.HARILAL, J.

= = = = = = = = = = = = = = Crl.R.P.No.389 of 2013 = = = = = = = = = = = = = =

Dated this the 29th day of July, 2013

ORDER

It is seen that the matter had been referred to Mediation Centre for mediation at

the desire of both parties. The report filed by the Mediator shows that both parties

settled the dispute and arrived at a settlement. The settlement arrived at by the

parties also incorporated with the report of the Mediator and both counsel submit

that the terms of settlement is agreed by both parties. In view of the above

submission made by the counsel appearing for the Revision petitioners and for the

respondents, this revision petition is closed. K.HARILAL, JUDGE. Stu //True copy//

P.A to Judge.

SooperKanoon - India's Premier Online Legal Search - sooperkanoon.com


