
BERORE THE LOK ADALAT BENCH Ar 
GAJAPATHINAGARAM 

Oiset bý Màndal Legal Serices Conittee, Gajapathinagaram) 
5ction? zi9of the Legal Services Authoriti�s Act, 1987 

PrèsíknOffcepof Lok Adalat Bench: 
THHS IS THE (3h DAY OP Auust2022 

Ms B.naka °kshmi, Junior Civil Judge-cum-Chairman, Mandal Legal Services 
Committee, Gajapathinagaram. 

Members Present at the Lok Adalat: 

1. Sri K. kamu Naidy 

2 Sri L. Ram babu 

Ar1d 

Lok Adalat Case No. 

Between: 

Advocate, Gajapathinagaranm 
Advocate, Gajapathinagaram 

in 

IN THE COURT OF THE JUNIOR CIVIL JU)GE, GAJAPATHINAGARAM 

0.S.No. 61}2021 

ehita Sotyam e Satyanaxa yana 
s/o lode APpala SHQ my, Age 65 yeoNS 

Poarm village. mentada mandal 

potnuru. Ramalingecwona Rao. 
s/0 Late Atchum Nqid: age So yeAns 
ehinthadavalasa village. 

Mentada Mandal 

...Plaintiff 

17.9621 

...Defendant 

The above suit is filed by the Plaintiff against the defendant for 

and Plaint presented on 

Value for the purpose of the court fee and jurisdiction is 41333ta 

of 214ufo is paid u/s. 20 of A.P.C.F & S.VACT. 

tecsvary oí mene 

and Court fee 

This suit is coming on for final settlement in the presence in the presence of the 

plaintiff and defendantS and Rmbat Advocate for the plaintiff and 

6r1..Vidyas3gr nAdocate for the defendant after due mediation and 

conciliation between the parties. 

Both parties to the suit have agreed for amicable settlemernt and filed terms of 

compromise with free will and volition. Hence, the following Award is passed as per 

the settlement arrived by the parties. This suit was referred to Lok Adalat at the 

request of both parties by the Junior Civil Judge, Gajapathinagaram. 



AWARD UNDER SECTION 21 

& AMENDMENT ACT, 1994. 

Plaintiff and the defendant present 

2. 

instance of the Adalat both parties compr, Omised with the following terms. 

21 OF THE 

2. And the plaintiff 

1. The defendant while express1n9 his in ability to pay the entered debt 
due on this suit 

Rupees thirty thousand only towards 

3, Both the parties 

and counsel for both 

promissory note ag eed 
full 

AWARD 

agreed to ac'ept the same defendant paid the amount and plaintiff received the same 

Signature of Plaintiff 

GAL SERVICES AUTHORITY ACT 1987 

accordingy in the interest of justice: 

Advocate of Plaintiff 

agreed that there 

Augu. 

them in respect of the debt covered Dy the above Suyit and thks sit may- e 
pamissedbuoth the parties prays the 10nourable court may be to pass award 

parties are present. At the 

Both parties agreed for the above terins f Compromise. 

to pay an amount of RS.30, 000/ and final sett lement of the debt. 

MEMBERS OF THE BENCH 

Award is passed accordingly in terms of the compromise. 

and accordingly this 

Will be no future claims in between 

The Court fee paid in this case shallTe relunded to the plaintiff(S) in the manner 

provided under their Court Fees Act I*/0 as provided for under sub Section(L) 21 

r/w section 25 of the Legal Services Autiroties Act, 1987 and Amendment Act. 1994. 

Both the parties have affixed the signatures in evidence of thcir consent for 

the terms of award. 

amae 

(Given under our hands and the seal of Lok Adalat on this the 

2022, Gajapathinagaram). 

Signature of Defendant 

Advocate of Defendant 

(3 day of 

PRESIDING OFFICER OF THE BENCH 

Ch£irman, 
Mandal Legal Services Committée 

Gajapaihinagaram 
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