
                    IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM

                                   PRESENT :

                    THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE P.S.GOPINATHAN                            

              FRIDAY, THE 29TH APRIL 2011 / 9TH  VAISAKHA 1933

                              Crl.Rev.Pet.No. 1166 of 2011
                              ----------------------------------------
          [CRL.A.NO.661/2009 OF  SESSIONS COURT, PALAKKAD,
           CC.NO.43/2008 OF  JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE OF FIRST CLASS – II,OTTAPALAM]
                              ....................

          REVISION PETITIONER/APPELLANT/ACCUSED:
          --------------------------------------------------------------------

                  SUSHAMA ACHU, W/O. LATE ACHUTHA WARRIER,
                  S.K.V.VARIAM VEETIL, MANISSERY DESOM,
                  THRIKKANGOD AMSOM, OTTAPALAM.

               BY ADVS. SRI.PHILIP T.VARGHESE,
                                 SRI.THOMAS T.VARGHESE.

          RESPONDENTS/RESPONDENTS/STATE AND COMPLAINANT:
          ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

              1. P.SUDHEER, S/O. BHARGAVI AMMA,
                  PULLIYAKOT, PANAMANNA DESOM, KANNIYAMPURAM AMSOM,
                  OTTAPALAM.

              2. STATE OF KERALA, REPRESENTED BY THE
                  PUBLIC PROSECUTOR, HIGH COURT OF KERALA,
                  ERNAKULAM.

R2 BY PUBLIC PROSECUTOR SRI. ALEX.M.THOMBRA.

                  

          THIS CRIMINAL REVISION PETITION  HAVING COME UP FOR 
          ADMISSION  ON 29/04/2011,THE COURT ON  THE SAME  DAY
          PASSED THE  FOLLOWING:

prv. 



P.S.GOPINATHAN, J.
----------------------------
Crl.R.P.NO. 1166 OF 2011
----------------------------

Dated this the 29th Day of April, 2011.

O R D E R

Assailing the concurrent finding of guilt by the Judicial First Class

Magistrate Court-II, Ottapalam in CC. No.43/2008 for offence under

Section  138  of  the  Negotiable  Instruments  Act  and  the  by  the

Sessions  Court,  Palakkad  in  Crl.Appeal  No.661/2009  this  revision

petition  was  filed.   The  learned  counsel  for  the  revision  petitioner

submitted  that  she  is  seeking  only  time  for  payment  of  the

compensation.  The submission is recorded.  The revision petition is

dismissed.  The revision petitioner is granted six months time to remit

the  compensation.   Till  then,  the  bail  bond  executed  by  her  shall

remain in force. 

P.S.GOPINATHAN,
                                                                     JUDGE.

pm/-


