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Admiralty (Jurisdiction and Settlement of Maritime Claims), 2017 (Central Act
22 of 2017)— Sections 2 and 3—The presence of the vessel within the territorial
jurisdiction is the sine qua non for arresting the same by exercising admirality
jurisdiction and it is only after being satisfied that the vessel is within its territorial
jurisdiction that the Court can initiate proceedings by issuing a warrant of arrest
against the vessel—Provisions of Merchant Shipping Act, 1958, cannot be availed
for taking in rem action for arresting an offending vessel as long as it is not within the
jurisdictional limits of this Court— Court’s lack of jurisdiction can be a ground for
rejecting a plaint under Order VII Rule 11—Scope of Order VII Rule 11
explained—Merchant Shipping Act,1958 (Central Act 44 of 1958)—Section
443—Code of Civil Procedure , 1908 (Central Act 05 of 1908)— Order VIl Rule 11 -
Owners and Parties interested in the Vessel, M V Korea Chemi v. Silavuvaipichai
Francies and others - |.L.R. 2025 Kerala OnLine 234 : Neutral Citation No.
2025:10:KER:13.

Consumer Protection Act, 2019 (Central Act 35 of 2019)—Sections 49 (1) and
38—State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission cannot dismiss a complaint
for non appearance of Complainant - Riya v. Tata Realty and Infrastructure Ltd. and
others - I.L.R. 2025 Kerala OnLine 232 : Neutral Citation No. 2025:KER:41725.

Kerala Municipality (Property Tax, Service Cess and Surcharge) Rules, 2011


https://hckinfo.keralacourts.in/digicourt/orders/2024/215700262262024_3.pdf

—Rule 16—The remedies under Rule 16 can be invoked only by building owners
aggrieved by an assessment or a decision of the Standing Committee—The
expression “any person” in sub-rule (7) refers exclusively to such owners—An
unregistered association, having no locus standi, cannot maintain an appeal or
revision - Vadakara Municipality v. Municipal Nikuthi Dayaka Samithi and others -
I.L.R. 2025 Kerala OnLine 230 : Neutral Citation N0.2025:KER:45448.

Madras Marumakkathayam Act, 1932 (Madras Act XXII of 1933)—Sections 3(c),
3(i) and 3 (j) (i)—It is for the person who alleges that the property is a joint family
property to prove that the same belongs to the family—Once the initial burden is
discharged, the onus shifts to the person who denies the existence of a joint
family—A perverse appreciation of law and evidence will certainly give rise to a
substantial question of law—Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 (Central Act 5 of
1908)—Section 100 - Haridasan v. Padmavati Amma and others - I.L.R. 2025 Kerala
OnLine 233 : Neutral Citation No. 2025:KER:40842.

Madras Marumakkathayam Act, 1932 (Madras Act XXII of 1933)—There is a
strong presumption that lease was obtained for the benefit of the joint family, where
the formation of ‘Tavazhi’ is undisputed—Land Reforms Act, 1963 (Kerala Act 1 of
1964)—Section 72K - Haridasan v. Padmavati Amma and others - |.L.R. 2025 Kerala
OnLine 233 : Neutral Citation No. 2025:KER:40842.

Madras Marumakkathayam Act, 1932 (Madras Act XXII of 1933)—When parties
are governed by the Marumakathayam Act, the provisions of Section 14 of Hindu
Succession Act 1956 has no application — As per Kerala Joint Hindu Family System
(Abolition) Act, 1976, all members of an undivided Hindu Family governed by
Mitakshara law holding any coparcenary property on the day the Act came into force
shall be deemed to hold it as tenants-in-common as if a partition had taken place
—Since a deemed partition takes place on or after 01.12.1976, the rights, if any, of a
member of an undivided Hindu family gets crystallised and a statutory partition takes
place— Hindu Succession Act, 1956 (Central Act 30 of 1956)—Section 14—Kerala
Joint Hindu Family System (Abolition) Act, 1976 (Kerala Act 30 of 1976)—Sections 4
and 7 - Haridasan v. Padmavati Amma and others - I.L.R. 2025 Kerala OnLine 233 :
Neutral Citation No. 2025:KER:40842.

Municipality Act, 1994 (Kerala Act 20 of 1994)—Section 509 (7)—An appeal under
Section 509(7) is not maintainable against a resolution adopted by the Municipal
Council concerning matters covered by Chapter XIV of the Act - Vadakara
Municipality v. Municipal Nikuthi Dayaka Samithi and others - I.L.R. 2025 Kerala
OnLine 230 : Neutral Citation N0.2025:KER:45448.

Police Act, 2011 (Kerala Act 8 of 2011)—Sections 39 and 117 (e)—Under the
guise of surveillance, the police cannot knock on the doors or barge into the house of
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history sheeter, especially at night - Knocking on the doors of a history sheeter at
midnight and demanding him to come out of the house cannot be termed as a lawful
direction - Prasath C. v. State of Kerala and another - I.L.R. 2025 Kerala OnLine 228
: Neutral Citation No. 2025:KER:44716.

Right to Fair Compensation and Transparency in Land Acquisition,
Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act, 2013 (Central Act 30 of 2013)—Section
21—Owner of land acquired has a right to be heard by the Collector on the value as
such of the land or the categorization/classification of the land, which has a direct
impact on the value - Sujithkumar and others v. State of Kerala and others - |.L.R.
2025 Kerala OnLine 229 : Neutral Citation No. 2025:KER:38723.

Right to Fair Compensation and Transparency in Land Acquisition,
Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act, 2013 (Central Act 30 of 2013)—Sections 7
and 8—A three-tier mechanism was put in place solely for the purpose of ensuring
that the acquisition proceedings are indeed for a legitimate and bona fide public
purpose—The procedural provisions contained in Sections 7 and 8 are intended to
be strictly and scrupulously adhered to with a view to safeguard the constitutional
guarantee against arbitrary deprivation of the property rights of a citizen - James K.J.
and another v. State of Kerala and others - I.L.R. 2025 Kerala OnLine 227 : Neutral
Citation N0.2025:KER:47316.

Trade Marks Act, 1999 (Central Act 47 of 1999)—Sections 28 and 29— A registered
trademark enjoys statutory protection against infringement when used by another
party for identical services—Plaintiff is entitled to protection as the combination of
generic words in its trademark has acquired a distinctive and secondary meaning in
the field of education, becoming an integral part of it's business goodwill - Lake
Mount Educational Society and another v. Global Educational Trust - I.L.R. 2025
Kerala OnLine 231 : Neutral Citation No. 2025:KER:45059.
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