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115.
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRR(F)-819-2019 (O&M)
Date of decision:18.10.2019.

SANDEEP KUMAR ... Petitioner

VEISus

NEHA .... Respondent

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE HARI PAL VERMA

Present: Mr. Mazlish Khan, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

HARI PAL VERMA, J.(Oral)

Petitioner-husband has filed the present revision petition
impugning the order dated 17.08.2019 passed by the learned Principal
Judge, Family Court, Rewari, whereby on an application filed by the
respondent under Section 125 Cr.P.C. for interim maintenance, the learned
Family Court has awarded interim maintenance @ Rs.7,000/- per month
from the date of application, with a further direction that this amount shall
be adjustable if the maintenance is granted in any of the other proceedings
between the parties.

Counsel for the petitioner has argued that the petitioner has
passed his +2 examination and thereafter, he was working as a Guest
Teacher with Gurukal English Institute, Mohindergarh, but now his services
have been terminated from that school. He is not running any mobile shop at
Mohindergarh, as projected by the respondent. Apart from that the petitioner

is required to maintain his old mother and three younger sisters and a
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younger brother. Counsel has also stated that the petitioner is ready to
settle the dispute with the wife.

I have heard counsel for the petitioner.

Though the respondent has pleaded that the petitioner is
working as a Teacher in Gurukal English Institute at Mohindergarh and is
running a mobile shop and earning Rs.40,000/- per month, but without
making any observation as regard his income, and considering the fact that
the respondent is the wife of the petitioner and the interim maintenance is
Rs.7,000/- per month, this Court finds that the awarded maintenance is not
on higher side.

No ground for interference is thus made out.

Dismissed.

As regard the argument of the counsel for the petitioner that the
petitioner is ready to settle the dispute with the wife, the petitioner is at
liberty to make such submission before the learned Family Court where the

dispute is pending between the parties.

(HARI PAL VERMA)
JUDGE
18.10.2019
sanjeev
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No.
Whether Reportable: Yes/No.
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