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202 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
CRR(F)-640-2023(0&M)
Date of decision: 23.01.2024
AMRINDER SINGH ..PETITIONER
VERSUS
PRIYA ...RESPONDENT

CORAM: HON’BLE MRS. JUSTICE SUDEEPTI SHARMA

Present: Mr. Varun Sharma, Advocate for the petitioner.
Skskkek

SUDEEPTI SHARMA,J. (ORAL)

The petitioner in the present petition has impugned the order dated
26.02.2020 passed by the Court of learned Additional Principal Judge, Family
Court, Jalandhar vide which the application of the respondent-wife under Section
125 Cr.P.C has been allowed and petitioner was proceeded against ex parte before
the learned trial Court.

2. Upon notice, Mr. Sanjeev K. Virk, Advocate, accepts notice on behalf of
the respondent and filed Vakalatnama, which is taken on record.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that the petitioner was
proceeded against ex-parte before learned Family Court as the respondent-wife did
not furnish the correct address of the petitioner so service upon the petitioner was
not effected. The respondent has deliberately given wrong address of the petitioner
as the requisite details qua the address of the petitioner's house is already part of the
record in the FIR case, which was instituted by the respondent and her family
members, thus, the petitioner was not aware of FIR No.91 dated 18.05.2016
registered under Section 325/323/34 IPC at Police Station Nakodar City, District
Jalandhar.

4. Learned counsel for the respondent submits that he has no objection,

e oodf, the petition is heard on merits again after following the principles of natural
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justice.

5. I have heard learned counsel for the parties and perused the order.

6. This Court is of the view that the learned Court below has not followed

the principles of natural justice and one opportunity of being heard should have
been granted to the petitioner to defend his case because the petitioner could not be
served due to incorrect address furnished by the respondent-wife.

7. In view of the above, revision petition is accordingly allowed and the
impugned judgment dated 26.02.2020 is set aside and

8. Learned Family Court is directed to decide the application of the

respondent afresh by giving an opportunity of being heard to the petitioner.

9. All pending applications, if any, stand disposed of.
23.01.2024 (SUDEEPTI SHARMA)
renubala JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No
Whether reportable: Yes/No
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