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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

DECIDED ON : JANUARY 13, 2017.

+ CRL.REV.P. 241/2015

RUKHSANA KHATOON .. Petitioner
Through : Mr.Laxman Mehta, Advocate along
with petitioner present in person.

VERSUS
JAVEDKHAN . Respondent
Through : Md.Shahid Anwar, Advocate.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S.P.GARG
S.P.GARG, J. (ORAL)
1. Present Revision petition has been preferred by the petitioner to

challenge the legality and correctness of an order dated 14.01.2015 by which
the respondent was directed to pay maintenance @ 34,000/-p.m. The
petition is contested by the respondent.

2. During the course of arguments, it was agreed that respondent shall
pay %6,000/- p.m. to the petitioner from today.

3. In view of this, learned counsel for the petitioner does not press the
Revision petition and seeks its disposal in terms of settlement.

4. The present petition stands disposed of with the direction that
henceforth, the respondent shall pay maintenance @ 6,000/- p.m. to the

petitioner.
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5. Respondent’s counsel assures that every endeavour shall be
made by the petitioner to clear the arrears of maintenance at the earliest
before the court below.

6. The revision petition stands disposed of in the above terms.

7. Trial Court record be sent back forthwith along with copy of the

order.
(S.P.GARG)
JUDGE
JANUARY 13, 2017
sa

Crl.Rev.P.241/2015 Page 2 of 2



