IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA

Criminal Revision No. 187 of 2014

< = C O o Arising Out of PS.Case No. -null Year- null Thana -null District- KATIHAR

Dipak Kumar Yadav @ Dipak Yadav Son Of Late Basudeo Khirahari Resident Of
Village - Belauri, P.S.- Ranipatra, District - Purnea

Petitioner/s
Versus
1. The State Of Bihar
’I’G 2. He?fata Devi Daughter Of Mahendra Yadav Resident Of Mohalla - Driver Tola,
r OFE \@i’h r+P.S.- Katihar, District - Katihar
3.+Mukund  Kumar Amrit Son Of Sri Dipak Kumar Yadav @ Dipak Yadav
Resident Of Mohalla - Driver Tola, Katihar, P.S.- Katihar, District - Katihar

.... Respondent/s

Criminal Revision No. 381 of 2014

Arising Out of PS.Case No. -null Year- null Thana -null District- KATIHAR

Dipak Kumar Yadav @ Dipak Yadav Son of Late Basudeo Khirahari Resident of
Village - Belauri, P.S.- Ranipatra, District - Purnea

Petitioner/s
Versus
1. The State of Bihar
2. Hemlata Devi Daughter of Sri Mahendra Yadav Wife of Sri Dipak Kumar Yadav
@ Dipak Yadav Resident of Mohalla - Driver Tola, Katihar, P.S.- Katihar, District -

Katihar
.... Respondent/s
Appearance :
(In CR. REV. No. 187 of 2014)
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.

For the Respondent/s : Mr.
(In CR. REV. No. 381 of 2014)
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.
For the Respondent/s : Mr.

CORAM: HONOURABLE JUSTICE SMT. ANJANA PRAKASH
ORAL JUDGMENT
Date: 07-09-2015
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The petitioner seeks revision of the order dated
29.01.2014 passed by the Principal Judge, Family Court, Katihar in
Maintenance Case No. 169 of 2011.

Having considered the facts of the case, | do not find any
merit in the application. Hence the same is rejected. The Court below
Is directed to take stringent steps for compliance of its order.

Cr. Rev. No. 381 of 2014

The petitioner seeks revision of the order dated
26.03.2014 by which the Sessions Judge, Katihar in Cr. Appeal No.
71 of 2013 affirmed the order dated 04.09.2013 passed by the Sub-
Divisional Judicial Magistrate, Katihar in C.A. No. 2272 of 2008
under the provisions of Domestic Violence Act.

I do not find any reason for interference. The

application stands rejected.

(Anjana Prakash, J)
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