IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

C.R. No0.2322 of 2016
Date of Decision.06.04.2016

Ram LubhayaBawa ... Petitioner
Vs.

Smt. Kanchan Chaudhary @ Smt. Kanchan Bawa

........ Respondent
Present: Mr. R.D. Bawa, Advocate
for the petitioner.
CORAM:HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K. KANNAN
1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the
judgment ?
2. To be referred to the Reporters or not ?

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

K. KANNAN J. (ORAL)

1. The petitioner who is earning I27,000/- plus has grievance
that in the manner of determining interim maintenance, the Court has
awarded %2000/- in excess of I6000/- which has already been granted
under Section 125 Cr.P.C by the Magistrate which was confirmed by the
District Judge who is also incidentally dealing with the matrimonial
matter. | do not think any interference is possible for an additional
amount of ¥2000/- which has been ordered and if the Court has
exercised its discretion having been apprised of all relevant facts of yet
another house being available for the wife which has been rented out, |
will not find that there is any scope for interference.
2. The revision petition is dismissed.

(K. KANNAN)

JUDGE

April 06, 2016
Pankaj*

PANKAJ KUMAR
2016.04.08 11:39
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