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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

Cr.M.P. No. 1460 of 2018

Malovika Das, wife of Chinmay Das, aged about 32 years, R/o. House No. 769/38,
Murrabhata Road, Gali No. 3, Hemu Nagar, Bilaspur, P.S. Torwa, Tahsil and District
Bilaspur (C.G.)

----Petitioner/Complainant

Versus 

1.  Chinmay Das son of Chitranjan Das, aged about 39 years, Profession Maintenance
Manager, J.S. W. Steel Bellari, Karnataka, 

2.  Station of Chhattisgarh, Through : The Station House Officer, Police Station Torwa,
District Bilaspur (C.G.)

---- Respondents

For Petitioner                           :      Mr. Ramnarayan Sahu, Advocate. 
For Respondent No. 1             :      Mr. Shyam Sunder Lal Tekchandani, Advocate. 
For Respondent No. 2             :      Mr. Akash Pandey, Advocate. 
 

Hon'ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal

Order On Board 
19/12/2019 

(1) This  petition  has  been  filed  against  the  order  dated  24.05.2017  whereby  learned

Sessions Judge has allowed the application for exemption filed by respondent No. 1 in a

proceedings under Section 498-A of the IPC.

(2) When  the  matter  was  taken  up  for  hearing,  learned  counsel  appearing  for  the

petitioner  would  submit  that  main  grievance  of  the  petitioner  is  that  the  amount  of

maintenance already awarded to her is not being paid by respondent No. 1. 

(3) On the other hand, counsel for respondent No. 1 would submit that the respondent

No. 1 is ready and willing to pay Rs. 1,60,000/- within a period of three days from today.

(4) The aforesaid statement is taken on record. 

(5) Having heard learned counsel appearing for the parties, having regard to the facts and
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circumstances of the case,  I  do not  find any merit  in this petition warranting interference

under Section 482 of the Cr.P.C., as the application filed by respondent No. 1 has rightly been

considered  and  allowed  by  the  revisional  Court.  However,  as  stated  the  amount  of

Rs.1,61,000/- will be deposited by respondent No. 1 on or before 6 th January, 2020. However,

for the balance amount, the petitioner is at liberty to proceed in accordance with law.

(6) With the aforesaid observation, the Cr.M.P. stands finally disposed of.

      Sd/-
                               (Sanjay K. Agrawal)

               Judge
     D/-
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