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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

Criminal Revision No. 593 of 2015

Neeraj  Singh, aged about 32 years,  S/o. Vinod Kumar Singh, 
R/o.  J-703,  Naino  Homes,  Opposite  Rawet  Bridge,  Near  D.I. 
Patil College, Aakurdi-Pune (Maharashtra), Police Station-Dehu 
Road, Taluka (Tahsil)-Mulshi, District Pune (Maharashtra), Civil 
& Revenue District Pune (Maharashtra).

---- Applicant 

Versus 

Smt.  Pallavi  Singh,  aged about  27 years,  W/o.  Neeraj  Singh, 
R/o.  J-703,  Naino  Homes,  Opposite  Rawet  Bridge,  Near  D.I. 
Patil College, Aakurdi-Pune (Maharashtra), Police Station-Dehu 
Road,  Taluka  (Tahsil)  Mulshi,  District  Pune (Maharashtra),  at 
present R/o. 27 Kholi, Indrasen Nagar Bilaspur, Police Station 
Civil Lines Bilaspur, Tahsil and District Bilaspur (C.G.), Civil and 
Revenue District Bilaspur (C.G.)

---- Non-applicant 

For Applicant : Shri Ratnesh Kumar Agrawal, Advocate.

Hon'ble Shri Justice Pritinker Diwaker

Order On Board

23/07/2015 

Heard on admission. 

(1) Challenge  in  the  present  revision  is  to  the  order  dated 

16.06.2015  passed  by the  Family  Court,  Bilaspur  in  Misc.  Criminal 

Case No.  242/2015,  whereby the Family  Court  has granted  interim 

maintenance of Rs. 15,000/- per month  to the non-applicant. 

(2) Marriage  between  the  applicant  and  the  non-applicant  is  not 

disputed. 
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(3) Counsel  for  the  applicant  fairly  submits  that  the  applicant  is 

working  as  Software  Engineer  in  Sine  Crown  Company,  Pune 

(Maharashtra) and earning Rs.52,000/- per month. He further submits 

that the applicant has a big responsibility of his family members and 

therefore, it would be difficult for him to pay Rs. 15,000/- per month as 

interim maintenance to the non-applicant/wife.  He also submits  that 

the non-applicant is also earning for her survival and therefore, there is 

no need to direct to pay any maintenance amount to her. 

(4) I  have  heard  the  counsel  for  the  applicant  and  perused  the 

documents filed along with revision. 

(5) The finding has been recorded by the Family Court that monthly 

income of the applicant is about Rs.76,767/- per month. No inclusive 

document  has  been  filed  on  behalf  of  the  applicant  showing  the 

income of  the non-applicant.  Even,  accepting  the  contention  of  the 

applicant  that  he  is  earning  Rs.52,000/-  per  month,  awarding 

Rs.15,000/-  per  month  as interim maintenance  amount  to  the  non-

applicant/wife does not appear to be unreasonable. 

(6) The  criminal  revision  deserves  to  be  and  is  accordingly 

dismissed at  admission stage.   However,  considering the facts and 

circumstances of the case, the Family Court is directed to dispose of 

the main proceeding expeditiously. 

    Sd/- 
(Pritinker Diwaker)

Judge
L/-


