IN THE H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT MADRAS
DATED : 16.07. 2021
CORAM
THE HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE V. BHAVANI SUBBAROYAN

Revi ew Application No.74 of 2021

M Ar unadevi ... Petitioner
Vs.

M. V. Vi nod Kunar ... Respondent

Prayer: This Review Petition is filed against the order passed

wWith respect to inmposing costs of Rs.500/- on Ms.S Sridevi,
counsel for the respondent, to be paid to the State Legal
Service Authority, in C. R P.No.197 of 2021 dated 15.2.2021.

Prayer in CRP.No.197 of 2021 : Gvil Revision Petition filed
under Article 227 of Constitution of India, to direct the |ower
court to speedily dispose of the Divorce Petition of O P.No.3837
of 2013, on the file of Principal Famly Court, Chennai.

For Petitioner ... Ms.S. Sridevi
ORDER

This Review Petition is filed against the order passed by
this Court wth respect to inposing costs of Rs.500/- on
Ms.S. Sridevi, counsel for the respondent/wife, to be paid to
the State Legal Service Authority, in C R P.No.197 of 2021 dated
15. 2. 2021.

2. The said Gvil Revision Petition has been filed by the
respondent/husband to direct the Principal Famly Court,
Chennai, for speedy disposal of the Divorce Petition in
O P. No. 3837 of 2013.

3. Having considered the facts and circunstances of the
case and subm ssions made by the counsel on either side, this
Court by its order dated 15.02.2021, directed the Court below to
di spose of the divorce petition in OP. No.3837 of 2013, wthin
a period of nine nonths from the date of receipt of a copy of
the said order. The petitioner/husband shall continue the
nmonthly rmaintenance as ordered by the Ilearned Judicial
Magi strate, Anmbattur, in D.V.No.7 of 2014 dated 15.3.2018. Wth
the above said direction, the Gvil Revision Petition was
di sposed of.
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4. Now, the |l|earned counsel for the petitioner/wfe
submitted that she is the counsel for the petitioner/wife in the
Fam |y Court and at the tinme of Civil Revision Petition canme up
before this Court, she cane and represented before this Court
that mintenance anmount is not being paid regularly and the
respondent/ husband has to pay the arrears anobunt. However, this
Court has not taken into account the aforesaid subm ssions and
stated in paragraph No.5 in the said order that on going through
the avernents and the bank statenent filed by the |[|earned
counsel for the husband/respondent herein, it is seen that the
mai nt enance anmount has been regularly paid by the husband and he
has no due. It has been further submtted by the |earned counsel
for the petitioner/wife that the respondent/husband had stated
false statenment before this Court and had obtained the said
order of this Court.

5. Heard, the | earned counsel for the Review Petitioner.

6. The respondent/husband in the Cvil Revision Petition
was before this Court only for speedy disposal of the divorce
petition in OP. No.3837 of 2013, which is of the year 2013.
After considering the prayer in the CGvil Revision Petition,
this Court directed the petitioner/wife to cooperate with the
di vorce proceedings in O P.No.3837 of 2013, pending on the file
of the Principal Famly Court, Chennai. Further, the |earned
Principal Famly Judge, Chennai was directed to dispose of the
di vorce proceedings in O P.No.3837 of 2013 within a period of 9
nonths fromthe date of receipt of a copy of the said order. The
petitioner herein shall continue to pay the nonthly nmaintenance
as ordered by the learned Judicial WMgistrate, Anbattur, in
D.V.No.7 of 2014 dated 15.3.2018. Further, this Court is nothing
to do with the maintenance anount whether it is paid or not
since the petitioner cannot have any grievance on this aspect
and ot her things.

7.Now, the present review petition is filed to review
the order dated 15.02.2021 passed by this Court in respect of
i mposing cost of Rs.500/- on M.S. Sridevi, the |earned counsel
for the petitioner/wife, to be paid to the State Legal Ad
Services Authority, Chennai, within a period of two weeks from
the date of receipt of a copy of the said order.

8.Wen the Cvil Revision Petition was taken up for
heari ng, Ms. S. Sri devi, t he | ear ned counsel for t he
respondent/wife, who is practising in the Bar Council of

Tam | nadu and Puducherry for nore than 20 years, in spite of
this Court was giving warnings during the hearings, started
interfering with the Court proceedings wthout filing vakkal at
on behalf of the wife and w thout seeking |eave of this Court.
Hence, this Court had inposed cost of Rs.500/- on Ms.S. Sridevi,
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the learned counsel for the respondent, only to nmaintain the
decorum of the Court and not for any other reasons.

9. In view of the above, the present Review Petition
stands di sm ssed. Consequently, connected C MP.No.6901 of 2021
i s cl osed.
Sd/ -

Assi stant Registrar (CS-VIII)
[l True Copy //

Sub Assi stant Registrar
Lbm

To :

1. The Principal Judge,
Fam |y Court, Chennai

2. The Secretary
The State Legal Services Authority,
Chennai .
+2ccs to Ms.S. Sridevi, Advocate SR No. 34406
+1cc to M. B. Vi vekavanan, Advocate SR No. 34570
Revi ew Application No.74 of 2021

JP-11(CO
RVM 24/ 08/ 2021)
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