
HON’ BLE Dr. JUSTICE B. SIVA SANKARA RAO 

 

C.R.P.No. 996 of 2016 

ORDER :  

Heard the learned counsel for the revision pet it ioner vis-à-vis 

the counsel for respondents 1 to 3.  The 4th respondent  is not  a 

necessary party to the revision for she is not  a benef iciary even in 

P.L.C No.101 of 2012 under execut ion in E.P. No.14 of 2013 under 

Order XXI Rule 37 C.P.C and the revision is maintained impugning 

the order of the learned Dist rict  Judge dated 31.12.2015 for arrest  

of the revision pet it ioner/ j udgment  debtor saying despite means he 

failed to repay the amount  covered by the lok adalat  set t lement  

under the P.L.C. No.101 of 2012 supra, having granted two months’  

t ime therefrom to pay and for the failure to arrest  and detain in 

civil prison.  It  is the submission of the learned counsel for revision 

pet it ioner, drawing at tent ion to the P.L.C award supra, clause No.7 

of cooperat ion of the wife for the husband to f ile applicat ion to 

compound the criminal case, for the offence under Sect ion 498-A 

I.P.C and she did not  cooperate. There is nothing on record to show 

her alleged non-cooperat ion.  He did not  f ile any applicat ion even 

so saying muchless moved the Honourable High Court  as ment ioned 

in the very clause itself  to seek for quashing.  Having not  f iled the 

quash pet it ion, though condit ion st ipulated for her cooperat ion to 

quash and the mat ter ult imately undisputedly ended in acquit tal 

from her saying it  is because of her cooperat ion he could get  



 2 

acquit tal,  that  ground is no way available in his favour, muchless to 

quest ion the order for arrest , covered by the impugned order. 

2) Having regard to the above and from his request  at  this 

stage, to grant  three months t ime and the revision respondents 1 to 

3 agreed for considerat ion of maximum two months period, two 

months t ime is granted from today to clear the warrant  amount  

under execut ion by kept  the warrant  in abeyance for two months 

from today i.e.,  t il l 20th November, 2016 so as to liquidate the 

ent ire amount  due as per the decree under execut ion, and failing 

which for whatever amount  remained due, the arrest  warrant  is to 

be issued to enforce against  him.  Needless to say, as per the 

condit ion No.9 of the award, the decree holders 2 and 3 shall 

execute the relinquishment  deed, before deposit ing of the warrant  

amount  as stated supra within two months, before the lower Court  

and if  they fail to execute said relinquishment , the Court  need not  

permit  withdrawal of the amount  by them though deposit  made. 

 3) With the above observat ions the revision is disposed of.  

There shall be no order as to costs.  Pending miscellaneous 

pet it ions, if  any, shall stand closed.  

 
 

__________________________ 

Dr. B. SIVA SANKARA RAO, J 
19.09.2016 
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