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2023 by the learned Family Court in t

mediately, he contacted his counsel

of the order on 21.09.2023. Thereaft
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delay of 319 days in filing the accom
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ount of Rs.5,000/- towards litigation ex

 Learned counsel for the peti

ner was married to the respondent No
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tly in the care and custody of res

tted that the petitioner is an Ex-servi

 Army for around 17 years. The petitio
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ent cause and left the matrimonial hom

.08.2018, the respondents filed the 
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the petitioner has been directed to 
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r.P.C. (Annexure P-1), wherein v

2023, the learned Family Court, direc

nance to the respondents, as mention
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o. 114 dated 06.10.2018 registered u

t Police Station Kathgarh, Tehsil Bala

to settle the matter amicably, a P

2019. However, respondent No. 1 had

ner at any cost. 

 Learned counsel submits that th

 aside, inter alia, on account of the fa

ad left the matrimonial home of her 

as per Section 125(4) Cr.P.C. she is no

 Ld. Counsel refers to the ban

ner (Annexure A-2) for the period fro

that as on 31.10.2023 the petition

Rs.18,565/- per month. It is accordi
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 No other argument has been rai
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2023 the learned Family Court had g

8000/- per month. It is ordered that th

ntioned in first paragraph of the order

maintenance’. 
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wledged that no information regar

ties was provided by the petitioner bef

thus, been recorded by the ld. Family C

“9. …….However, no docum

record by the petitioners to sh
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income of petitioner no.1.” 

 It may be pointed out that in
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2024 (Annexure A-1) ostensibly dep

ties of the deponent/petitioner herein

ner has a Fixed Deposit of Rs.4,50,00

ner owns land measuring 2.5 acres; FD

ffice of Rs. 9 Lakhs; FD of 4.5 Lac in

ne gold ring of around 3-5 grams. M

 gold earrings of around 3-4 grams. H

 conformity with the directions/ fo
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 regarding his income assets or 

er before the learned Family Court. 

mily Court as follows:  

ocument has been produced on 

to show as to how much monthly 
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that in compliance of order dated 
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herein. It is stated therein that the 
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n why such an affidavit as required a

iled before the learned Family Cour

 From the above it appears tha

clean in respect of his income, as

ation has not been disclosed either b

d Family Court. Since Section 125 CR

ure, it has become a trend to not disclo

 not burdened with heavy costs. E

sclose her income accurately in order

h a scenario, the Courts have to rely
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 this background, that the learned Fa
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 for 17 years, granted final maintenan

dents. Needless to say, the petitione
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 In these circumstances, I find
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