IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM
PRESENT:
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE A.M.SHAFFIQUE
FRIDAY, THE 6TH DAY OF MARCH 2015/15TH PHALGUNA, 1936

WP(C).No. 8642 of 2012 (E)

PETITIONER:

PALACHALKONAM HANDLOOM WEAVERS
CO-OP.SOCIETY LIMITED, NO.T.346,
REPRESENTED BY ITS SECRETARY, SREEKUMARI,
KATTACHAL KUZHI P.O., THIRUVANANTHAPURAM.

BY ADV. SRI.AJITH KRISHNAN

RESPONDENT:

KERALA STATE HANDLOOM WEAVERS
CO-OP.SOCIETY LIMITED (HANTEX),

REPRESENTED BY ITS MANAGING DIRECTOR,
CHENGACHOOLA, THIRUVANANTHAPURAM-695001.

BY SRIL.T.M.RAMAN KARTHA, SC

THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) HAVING BEEN FINALLY HEARD
ON 06-03-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED
THE FOLLOWING:

mbr/



WP(C).No. 8642 of 2012 (E)

APPENDIX

PETITIONER(S) EXHIBITS:

EXT.P1: TRUE COPY OF THE INVOICE OF THE SALE OF THE HANDLOOM
CLOTHS TO THE RESPONDENT BY THE PETITIONER.

EXT.P2: TRUE COPY OF THE REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY PETITIONER
BEFORE THE RESPONDENT DATED 10.8.2011.

EXT.P3: TRUE COPY OF THE REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY PETITIONER
BEFORE THE RESPONDENT DATED 15.12.2011.

RESPONDENTS' EXHIBITS:

EXT.R1(A): A TRUE COPY OF THE REPORT DATED 13.11.1997.
EXT.R1B): ATRUE COPY OF THE LETTER DATED 19.12.1997.
EXT.R1(C): A TRUE COPY OF THE LETTER DATED 13.6.1998.
EXT.R1D): ATRUE COPY OF THE RESOLUTION DATED 16.3.1998.
EXT.R1(E): ATRUE COPY OF THE LETTER DATED 17.6.1998.
EXT.R1(F): ATRUE COPY OF THE RESOLUTION DATED 20.7.1998.
EXT.R1(G): ATRUE COPY OF THE LETTER DATED 4.11.1998.
EXT.R1H): ATRUE COPY OF THE LETTER DATED 17.11.1998.
EXT.R1()) : A TRUE COPY OF THE LEGAL NOTICE DATED 19.1.2001.

EXT.R1(J) : A TRUE COPY OF THE REPLY NOTICE DATED 11.2.2001.

ITRUE COPY/

P.S. TO JUDGE

mbr/



A.M. Shaffique, ].

Dated this, the 6™ day of March, 2015.
JUDGMENT
Petitioner has approached this Court seeking for a
direction to the respondent to pay Rs. 14,69,897/- to the

petitioner with interest allegedly due to the petitioner. The

claim has been disputed by the respondent in their counter
affidavit. Petitioner submits that the petitioner intends to
approach the Arbitrator in terms of Section 69 of the Co-
operative Societies Act.

Under such circumstances, no orders are required to
passed in this writ petition. Accordingly, the writ petition

is closed.

Sd/-
A.M. Shaffique, Judge.
Tds/



