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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRR(F) No.172 of 2016 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 16.01.2017

Manjeet . Petitioner
Vs.
Usha Rani andanr. ... Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE RITU BAHRI
Present:- Mr.S.S.Sahu, Advocate, for the petitioner.
Mr.Raman Chawla, Advocate, for respondents No.1 and 2.
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RITU BAHRI, J. (ORAL)

CRM-16022 of 2016

For the reasons stated in the application, delay of 10 days in
filing the revision is condoned.
Application stands disposed of.

CRR(F) No.172 of 2016

The petitioner has come up in revision against the order dated
27.01.2016 passed by learned District Judge (Family Court), Hisar, whereby,
the application moved by the respondent No.1-Usha Rani seeking
maintenance to her and her minor daughter Sakshi has been allowed @
Rs.6,000/- per month.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that petitioner had
earlier filed application under DV Act and a maintenance of Rs.3500/- was
already received by the respondents. Therefore, subsequent application for
same cause of action is not maintainable as the respondents already getting
maintenance granted by the learned Court.

Learned counsel for the respondents submits that respondents
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have filed application 125 Cr.P.C. for grant of maintenance dated
08.05.2014 on the ground that petitioner is a sound physique, good health
and running a milk dairy and also having 5 killas of land and his earning is
more than Rs.50,000/- . Learned District Judge (Family Court), Hisar, after
going through the evidence on record awarded Rs.4000/- per month for
respondent No.l and Rs.2000/- per month to her minor daughter total
Rs.6,000/- as maintenance amount from the date of filing of the petition.

Keeping in view of the above, the order of the trial Court does
not reflect any material irregularity of perversity which warrant interference
as the amount awarded by the trial Court is not on the higher side.
Therefore, the present petition is dismissed.
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