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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 
 
+  MAT.APP.(F.C.) 125/2016 

 
 ABHISHEK JHA ..... Appellant 

Represented by: Mr.Ramashankar, Mr.Sudhir 
Sukhija and Mr.Shivam Garg, 
Advocates. 

 
versus 

 
 KANTA JHA ..... Respondent 
    Represented by: Mr.Sagar Sharma, Advocate. 
 
CORAM: 
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG 

HON’BLE MS. JUSTICE PRATIBHA RANI 

 

   O R D E R 

%    18.10.2016 

 

CM No.31185/2016 

1. For the reasons stated in the application 56 days’ delay in filing the 

appeal is condoned. 

2. The application is disposed of. 

MAT.APP.(F.C.) 125/2016 

1. Challenge is to a pro-tem order dated May 05, 2016.  Pending 

decision in an application filed by the respondent under Section 24 of Hindu 

Marriage Act, 1955 the appellant has been directed to pay to the respondent 

maintenance in sum of ₹15,000/- per month. 

2. Since application under Section 24 of Hindu Marriage Act, 1955 has 

yet to be decided, with consent of learned counsel for the parties we dispose  
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of the appeal directing that instead of ₹15,000/- per month directed vide 

impugned order to be paid by the appellant to the respondent he shall pay 

₹7,000/- per month from the date respondent filed the application under 

Section 24 of the Hindu Marriage Act, 1955.   

3. The learned Judge, Family Court is directed to decide the application 

filed by the respondent under Section 24 of the Hindu Marriage Act, 1955 

within two months from today. 

4. Amount received by the respondent from the appellant shall be set off 

against the sum, if any, finally directed to be paid. 

5. Parties shall file a joint application seeking preponement of the 

proceedings before the learned Judge, Family Court. 

6. No costs. 

CM Nos.31183/2016 & 35607/2016 

 Dismissed as infructuous. 

  
 PRADEEP NANDRAJOG, J. 

 

 

      PRATIBHA RANI, J. 

OCTOBER 18, 2016 
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