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PRAYER: Civil Revision Petition is filed under Article 227 of
Constitution of India, to set aside the order dated 10.03.2023 passed in
[.LANo0.183 of 2022 in HM.O.P.No0.260 of 2021 on the file of the

Subordinate Court, Thirumangalam.
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ORDER

The present Civil Revision Petition has been filed against the
order, dated 10.03.2023 passed in [.A.No.183 of 2022 in H.M.O.P.No.

260 of 2021 on the file of the Subordinate Court, Thirumangalam.

2. The petitioner herein has filed H.M.O.P.No0.260 of 2021 for
restitution of conjugal rights under Section 9 of the Hindu Marriage Act,

1955 before the Subordinate Court, Thirumangalam.

3. In the said H.M.O.P., the respondents have filed I.A.No.183 of
2022 for interim maintenance for sum of Rs.45,000/- for herself and
Rs.15,000/- each for two children. The Subordinate Court,
Thirumangalam has partly allowed the application filed under Section 24
of the Hindu Marriage Act, by ordering interim maintenance of
Rs.12,000/- only to the first respondent. The relevant portion of the order
reads as under:

"9. @& pewevuiled 1-1D 1oIBHTIT BUIDIDEDINIE) B 6wl
2,3  wesrrisener  LgToflésl  el@pd  Blewevuilend,  1-1D
LOGDISHTI(h%HS 2_6wleol 2_6wi6), 2 _(h%&H 2 60, LOIhSHSHIE)
OlFevey, 2 LWGTLILIeTTSET HIPHNSHHBNTen 2  oBmID 31D
LoeIoTyiEe el  HeVMBSBTeM — GIF6Ve)y  OWMID  eNPSHE
GlF6V6Y LOBMILD BT GCIF6V6) B EMEIT SHCLITSHIGNT6NT
eflemevalTdlenius HpsHBle0 Clememih LIAFIBGHW Curskl, 1-1b
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OIS TIBSSH GOBHSLUL FLD  10THLD 5. 12,000/~ CHemeuliiBLd
6T60TLIH6M6DTL ] OlLITa3ISH S /6176260 61/b% LOTBWIS
GBSO  BBHS  uruniIsveev.  @bBeweoulsd @b
ospIleD  (LpeTedleMEVLILIBSBLILIL L. FHIGHIBMNT — QQ(HCFT
uflFedb@w  Curgkl, 110  10DIGHTIHES 0L B  CLom v
BITTBIG6TI60 — DQLIIDL_ UT6D  DIF6D 106D (LPIQUILD  6I6WT
GIDITIODIBTTT, — BUDIDDIGHFHTEHED  CHBHUNBHSHI  BDUIeor
LTeD  Beml_&BIT6V  SIUTMDFIONS  IOTHLD (. 12,000/~  6)1pmIs
2 5576 UmLiisbseonid eeiimy @b bIHIOGIBLD (LPle)OlFUis]
QUilgFFemendH  HiTe) BTeTBIBSI.

10.(pigeurs, @IbIoe)] LIGSSHUITES  DIDIOBHIGBLILIL (B 1-1D
IDIBTIBSSH L BLD  IBNOBTIT — OTHID b 12,000/-89
UTIPHMS — CITREBSNUITE — @oen]  HTHHD  GIFUIS
CoHBINVBBSEHI DIF6V 106D (LPIQUILD 6U6DT e&ICIUTIH  Y/BIBI6V
orHUpLd 5-1b CHIHHG6T 0FeVSHS CouswiBOlosiimid, GLbLosn
PHTEHV  CFUIH CorPpuieimbsms  Deiim  euewyuilevment
[BlVIENE)NS OB TemHBUTement  @QTewi(h  OTHSBIBG6NT  61HITLOSDISBTTIT
1-1b LOGDIHTT (5 & S CFeVISH S Cexeor(B CLosurmiLd
2 SHHIMN_LILIBBIBEH. CFevaysH6HTME B6vemev.”

4. The learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the
respondent is employed in a school where the children of the petitioner
and the respondent are studying. That apart, it is submitted that the
respondent is also taking home tuition and earning substantial amount
through private tuition. It is further submitted that the respondent has
refused to re-join the matrimonial home and filed 1.A.No.183 of 2022,

which is culminated in the impugned order.

5. The learned counsel for the petitioner placed reliance on the

following decisions in support of the case.
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(1) Chand Dhawan (Smt) Vs Jawaharlal Dhawan reported in 1993
(3) SCC 406.

(i1) Kumaresan Vs Aswathi reported in (2002) 2 MLJ 760

(i11) Natesa Udayar and others Vs Adham (for himself and
representing the Villagers of Keelavalaivu Udayar Community people of
Melarasur Village, Lalgudi Taluk, Trichy District) reported in (2003) 1
MLJ 752

(iv) Anu Kaul Vs Rajeev Kaul reported in (2009) 13 SCC 209.

(v) Neeta Rakesh Jain Vs Rakesh Jeetmal Jain reported in (2010)
12 SCC 242

(vi) Bhushan Kumar Meen Vs Mansi Meen Alias Harpreet Kaur

reported in (2010) 15 SCC 372.

6. I have considered the arguments advanced by the learned
counsel for the petitioner. The petitioner has not produced any
documents to substantiate the plea regarding the first respondent being
employed. The petitioner is duty bound to maintain her wife and

children.

7. The respondents are entitled to maintenance. There is no merit
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in the challenge to the impugned order. Therefore, the present Civil
Revision Petition stands dismissed without prejudice to the rights of the
respondents to seek enhancement of interim maintenance. No costs.

Consequently, connected miscellaneous petition is closed.
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To

1.The Subordinate Court,
Thirumangalam.

2.The Section Officer
Vernacular Section,
Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
Madurai.
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