Sonika

Civil Revision No0.2053 of 2017 -]1--

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

Civil Revision No0.2053 of 2017
DECIDED ON: June 01, 2017

VIKAS THUKRAL ... PETITIONER...

VERSUS

RANJANA THUKRAL AND ANOTHER ...RESPONDENTS...

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JASPAL SINGH

Present: Petitioner in person along with
Mr. APS Sandhu, Advocate.

Respondent in person along with
Mr. Sursimranjit Singh, Advocate.
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JASPAL SINGH, J. (Oral)

By virtue of instant civil revision petition preferred under Article
227 of the Constitution of India, the petitioner has sought setting aside of order
dated 13.01.2017 passed by Additional District Judge, Amritsar, in case
No. 663/2016 titled as “Vikas Thukral vs. Ranjana Thukral” whereby while
disposing of an application under Section 24 of the Hindu Marriage Act, 1955
(for short, “Act”), the petitioner has been directed to pay 31,00,000/- per month
as maintenance allowance i.e. ¥65,000/- to respondent No.1 and ¥35,000/- to
respondent No.2, during the pendency of divorce petition filed by petitioner
under Section 13 of the Act.
2. At the very outset of the arguments, it has been pointed out by

learned counsel for the parties that an oral settlement has been arrived at
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between the parties to the instant petition, according to which, the petitioner has
undertaken to bear all the expenses to be incurred by his son-Kavish
(respondent No.2) whereas respondent No.1-wife has no objection, in case, the
maintenance of 365,000/- per month awarded to her by lower court is reduced to
a sum of 320,000/-.

3. In view of the statements suffered by both the parties in the
presence of their respective counsel, the instant petition is disposed of with
modification that the maintenance allowance awarded vide order dated
13.01.2017 to the respondent No.1-wife to the tune of I65,000/- stands reduced
to ¥20,000/- per month from the date of filing of application under Section 24 of
the Act. However, the entire expenses for the up-liftment as well as education of

the minor child i.e. respondent No.2-Kavish shall be borne by the petitioner.

June 01, 2017 (JASPAL SINGH)
sonika JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes

Whether reportable: Yes/No
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