
IN THE COURT OF TIJE J~DJCI/\L r1ns~r CLASS MAGJS'fRATE, CI-IAVAKKAD 

. Present: Smt. Saanka Sathyan V., Judicial First Class Magistrate 

Dated this, 2B'h day of May, 2025 

~Q. 7581/2024 

Complainant : P~ni~kavccttil l<. Jabjr, Ovuno;iJ Chavakkad 'fhrissur, 

District K I . . 0 ' , 

B .1d. ' Mera a. Now res1d1ng at 5th Floor Metro Plaza 

UJ ing, arkct road Kochi ' • 

(By Advs. Shine V I ' • 
i1rg 1ese, John S. Ralph & Joseph K.J.) 

Respondent : Panikkaveettil bd 1 
Panikk . A u Jaleel, S/o Moideenkutty, 

. . aveettiJ I<ottukkal, AJumpadi, p o Chavakkad, Now 

residing near Pookalathai temple, BrahmakuJam, Thykkad. 

1) This is a complaint filed by the complainant ufs. 190 r/w 200 of Cr.P.C. 

?) The case of the complainant in•brief is that: The complainant and the 
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. o·. ~ ~ Jccused ~e broth~rs. Thr complainant by his effort, had acquired two 

fl?>•;. commemal establishment at Abu Dhabi in the style and name of Ramla 

•. ,~.~~;·) "I . Electro Mechanical Establishment and Summer Pool Building Material 

L; ,\_: 1 f Trading establishment. These rwo establishments were given to the 
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. ~ _ T ~1 jrespondent as power of attorney, The respondent obtained a huge profit 
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,=::-r--~•-:-,-~-~ ~ through the business and the properties belongs to the complainant sold 

, • ···;~ • out at Abu Dhabi and the respondent purchased land properties etc at 
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"~ 1 ,g: c·uruvayur by using the income obtained from the above firms and thereby 
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', cl]_eated the complainant. The respondent is thereby alleged to have 
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cgmmitted offences u/s. 403,406, and 420 of Indian Penal Code. 

,:_ • l•n'1•1• ~t 
: . fft!t,1::q$pf ~ l . •;\ :J Heard the learned counsel for the complai~ant. Perused the records. The 
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:i_ •~-L::;:~~~;:~- sole point that arises for consideration in this complaint is \vhether there 

.,.~ 1.~ ·- ."'· !,i7· .,·· ., 
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/?(·-:·::, •":,?ft~\\~fficient grounds to proceed as against the respondent for the offences 

f -~1 i; 1 r' :. aJleEed against him. 
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\·.-:>,~·~>->:> •• 4J_,,,p91J>,erusal of records it is found that as per order in M.P 8515/2012 case 

• ..... ·•·i ······--~·· •,r,··~·· I 
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'·<.(:~~-1::· ."<Wai§ taken on file as CC884/2014 against respondent alleging offence 
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pµnishable under section 403, 40,S and 420 of IPC. 
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5) Thcrc,1ftcr as pct· o rder in (_ t·l M.c 1755/2017 dated 22/08/2024 of Hon,l>lc 1-1.igh Court, thc I tc,f ,blc Court set as\dc tfrc ord~r taking cognisance and dfrectcd this cci,l\'h to reconsider tll i h ~l. • h r . \~" c matter n t e. 1g t o p t'"~t ... the principles laid do,.vn in a !~~1~shwnran Nuir vs Surcndran (2009 (1) 
l,L.1-- 794) ilnd l(nc\er vs State of_!~crnln (1999 (3) KL'I' 55) nnd als.9 ,in the 
light of the ref er report in Crin1c No. 437/2008 of Guruvayoo~ Police Station. l·lcncc case was refiled a~- <;:,MP 7581/2024. 
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~J +;.", . ,,., . ';.., 6) While going through the refer::·report filed in Crime No. 437/2008 of 
Guruvnyoor Police Station, it is revealed that the said report has b~en filed 
stating the n1atter as 'rnistakc ·cf fact'. Further it is found that a de~ailed •' 

investigation was carried in the'.f}~tter. From the report it is eyi~~~t that 
the allegation made against the '-\f~t\~ed is not true as it has com_~ C?.ut~ from • )" . - --the investigati~n- th.at institu.ti'~)t~ ·Which was entrusted as per power of 
attorney by the complainant to accused is not that of the complainant and 
belongs to Isa Ah~ed Jafar. It i~_a~ also cc.me out fr01a the investigation 
that complainant had not reveale<\.~~c truth. _ _.- • ,I ~ 

7) On g~ing through th~ entire nl:~r~s, it is ~atisfie_d that there are no suf fic1ent ground to vigour the c nnunal law 1n motion. It is found that I 
there is no reason to devoid the r.hfer report filed in this case to come to a I i• •. 

. • ,.,_.. •••• ,.,. 

• • );.; I ;:~it/4 (~~~~~::'~t;,.. nclusion that there is prim a f ac,t~:.~ triable case at hand. Therefore; I am ~~-;'t,~;'f :'.' 0 
·' \-0;\t e opinion that this comp lain t \ d~serves nothing but dismissal' and is to 

I ·writ ':· I . ··.---:-·. , \ -✓• \ c, 
. I?; f I; .{// --t\i~ ~lmissed. Hence the complaint is dismissed. ~o r,f O",;:-~a ... ~•,,rr,ps wortt> 
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I \'~~~~(.~);:~~~j--··'i?~?,.~-1~nced by me in open court, this the 28th day of .. aw·202s ....... , •• • .... '..:
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• t nrlont • or Superin P. 

Jun\ Jud\,..ia' .. .;..:i..:i ·.)i.l~~ttata 
Court o\ \ne ~h•'-'•ri.~ 
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