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Buildings (Lease and Rent Control) Act, 1965 (Kerala Act 2 of 1965)—Section 11
(3)— Bonafide requirement—Only those subsequent events which completely
eclipse the claim of the landlord are decisive - Ismail P.M. v. Abbas and another -
I.L.R. 2025 Kerala OnLine 115 : Neutral Citation No. 2025:KER:20458.

Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 (Central Act 5 of 1908)—Order I, Rules 3 & 3A and
Order II, Rule 3— Trial Court held there is no need for separate trial though there is
misjoinder of causes of action— Combined reading of provisions indicate that
question of joinder of parties involves joinder of causes of action— A separate trial is
required only when joinder of defendants may embarrass or delay the trial of the suit
- Balakrishnan Pilla Krishnan Kutty Nair and others v. Chamundeswari Devikshetram
and others - I.L.R. 2025 Kerala OnLine 108 : Neutral Citation No. 2025:KER:3276.

Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 (Central Act 5 of 1908)—Order XXIII Rule 1—Plaintiff
is entitled to seek withdrawal of the suit and the appeal, with liberty to institute a
fresh suit in respect of same subject matter, at the appellate stage also—When
plaintiff has made out a strong case to get the relief of withdrawal of suit with the
liberty to file a fresh suit on the same subject matter, defendants cannot object to it
stating that it would divest them of the decree in their favour —Mistake in not seeking
proper relief, failure to disclose cause of action, and defect in the prayer clause are
reasons coming under the term ‘formal defect’ - Sarika S. v. Radhamma and others -

https://hckinfo.kerala.gov.in/digicourt/orders/2024/212100001652024_8.pdf
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I.L.R. 2025 Kerala OnLine 106 : Neutral Citation No. 2025:KER:4030.

Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 (Central Act 2 of 1974)—Section 353 (6)—In
cases where the accused is physically incapacitated from being present in court for
the purpose of receiving the judgement and the court pronouncing the judgement is
the Judicial First Class Magistrate Court, permission can be granted to accused to
appear through virtual mode, provided he/she is on bail—Electronic Video Linkage
Rules for Courts (Kerala), 2021—Rule 3(1) - Chinnamma George v. State of Kerala
and another - I.L.R. 2025 Kerala OnLine 104 : Neutral Citation No. 2025:KER:11408.

Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 (Central Act 2 of 1974)—Section 125(4)—A wife
who chooses to live separately without valid grounds, such as cruelty or desertion, is
not entitled to maintenance - Paul George v. Emarin Paul Alias Unnimol - I.L.R. 2025
Kerala OnLine 112 : Neutral Citation No. 2025:KER:21060.

Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 (Central Act 2 of 1974)—Section 439(2)—The
court should conduct a summary inquiry before canceling the bail—The registration
of a second crime, by itself, does not automatically result in cancellation of the bail -
Jamsheer Ali v. State of Kerala and another - I.L.R. 2025 Kerala OnLine 113 :
Neutral Citation No. 2025:KER:22282.

Conservation of Paddy Land and Wetland Act, 2008 (Kerala Act 28 of
2008)—Sections 27A and 27B—When the statute does not provide for express
prohibition, it is to be understood as permissible—A reasonable opportunity has to be
granted to aggrieved parties to avail the next layer of dispute redressal mechanism,
in cases where, they could not invoke remedies, due to reasons beyond their control
or for other valid reasons —Right to property is a constitutional right—In the absence
of an absolute prohibition against entertaining application by District Collector
beyond period stipulated, necessary directions can be issued by High Court to
enable parties to avail statutory remedy of appeal, who could not invoke said remedy
due to reasons beyond their control— Constitution of India—Articles 226 and 300A -
Udayan Vasudevan v. District Collector and others - I.L.R. 2025 Kerala OnLine 105 :
Neutral Citation No. 2025:KER:8746.

Co-operative Societies Act, 1969 (Kerala Act 21 of 1969)—Sections 2(e), 9 and
68—’Person’ mentioned in Section 68 would also include the managing committee
members—As per the provisions of General Clauses Act, persons shall also include
a company or association or body of individuals—General Clauses Act, 1897
(Central Act 10 of 1897)— Section 3(42) - Joint Registrar of Co-operative Societies
and others v. Vincent Y.R. and others - I.L.R. 2025 Kerala OnLine 116 : Neutral
Citation No. 2025:KER:20170.
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Education Rules, 1959 (Kerala)—Chapter XIVA, Rule 56(4)—A teacher who is on
leave for more than 5 years, will be out of service at the end of 5 years by operation
of law - Corporate Manager of Catholic Schools v. State of Kerala and others - I.L.R.
2025 Kerala OnLine 107 : Neutral Citation No. 2025:KER:19338.

Evidence Act, 1872 (Central Act 1 of 1872)—Sections 67 and 68—It is the discretion
of the Court to adopt any of the modes for proof of signature—Court can even adopt
several modes together or one by one in any sequence—Commentary is only an
opinion of the author and not binding on Courts—Nature and character of the
Attesting Witness are not relevant, or material for considering the attesting witness
has signed the will—Disqualification for the Attesting Witness could not be
considered with reference to the nature, character and conduct of the attesting
witness—After withdrawing an application before Trial Court, plaintiff cannot file an
appeal complaining that Court illegally closed the application—Succession Act,1925
(Central Act 39 of 1925)—Section 63 - Shylaja v. Nishad K. and another - ILR 2025
Kerala OnLine 109 : Neutral citation. 2025 : KER : 9971.

Guardian and Wards Act, 1890 (Central Act 8 of 1890)—Section 7—The jurisdiction
to declare guardianship of the person and property of a minor lies with the District
Court - Preethy George P. and another v. Accountant General - I.L.R. 2025 Kerala
OnLine 111 : Neutral Citation No. 2025:KER:15379.

Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 (Central Act 59 of 198)—Sections 185, 202 &
204—Drunken driving—Where a person is not subjected to Medical examination
after arrest on being apprehended for driving under influence of alcohol, the
prosecution for committing offence under Section 185 is not maintainable - Benny
Mon v. State of Kerala - I.L.R. 2025 Kerala OnLine 114: Neutral Citation No.
2025:KER:22425.

Penal Code, 1860 (Central Act 45 of 1860)—Section 279—Even if the charge of
drunken driving under Section 185 is quashed, the charge under Section 279 will still
lie, if the accused was driving the car rashly and negligently - Benny Mon v. State of
Kerala - I.L.R. 2025 Kerala OnLine 114: Neutral Citation No. 2025:KER:22425.

Right of Children to Free and Compulsory Education Rules, 2011 (Kerala)—Rule
18(1)— Rule 18 (1) is not ultra vires Section 38 of the Central Act—Section 38(1) of
the Central Act grants the Government general rule-making powers, while Section
38(2) lists specific areas where these powers apply—Right of Children to Free and
Compulsory Education Act, 2009 (Central Act 35 of 2009) - Venugopalan H. v.
District Educational Officer, Palakkad and Others - I.L.R. 2025 Kerala OnLine 110 :
Neutral Citation No. 2025:KER:16003
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Right of Children to Free and Compulsory Education Rules, 2011 (Kerala)—The
proviso to Rule 18(1) has an existence independent of Rule 18 - Venugopalan H. v.
District Educational Officer, Palakkad and Others - I.L.R. 2025 Kerala OnLine 110 :
Neutral Citation No. 2025:KER:16003

Right of Children to Free and Compulsory Education Rules, 2011 (Kerala) —Rule
18—The amendment introduced through S.R.O. No. 898/2020 and S.R.O. No. 18
/2021 would have only prospective operation - Venugopalan H. v. District
Educational Officer, Palakkad and Others - I.L.R. 2025 Kerala OnLine 110 : Neutral
Citation No. 2025:KER:16003.
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