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ITEM NO.30               COURT NO.7               SECTION II-C

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.)  No(s).  4310/2019

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  24-10-2018
in CRLRC (MD)No. 335/2018 passed by the High Court Of Judicature At
Madras At Madurai)

GANESH KUMAR                                       Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

R. RAJINI DEVI                                     Respondent(s)

(FOR ADMISSION and Interim Relief and 
IA No.64140/2019-EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.)
 
Date : 08-07-2019 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE R. BANUMATHI
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A.S. BOPANNA

For Petitioner(s) Mr. Mayilsamy K.,Adv.
Mr. P. Soma Sundaram, AOR

                   
For Respondent(s) Mr. M.A. Chinnasamy,AOR

Mr. C. Rubavathi,Adv.
Mr. V. Senthil Kumar,Adv.
Mr. P. Raja Ram,Adv.

                    
UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following

                          O R D E R

As per Order dated 08.05.19, the petitioner has not filed the

affidavit  showing  that  he  has  paid  maintenance  of  about

Rs.16,00,000/-.  Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that

the petitioner is ready with affidavit today and seeks some time to

file the same.  Learned counsel appearing for the respondent taking

notice  of  the  same  raises  strong  objection  in  adjourning  the

matter.
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We have heard Mr. Mayilsamay K., learned counsel appearing for

the petitioner and Mr. M.A. Chinnasamy, learned counsel appearing

for the respondent on merits.

We do not find any good ground warranting interference with

the impugned order in exercise of our jurisdiction under Article

136 of the Constitution of India.

The special leave petition is accordingly dismissed.

At this stage, learned counsel appearing for the petitioner

requests for some time for payment of the amount in lieu of 87

sovereign of gold jewels ordered to be paid to the wife.  Learned

counsel  for  the  respondent-wife  has  no  serious  objection  for

granting time.  Learned counsel for the petitioner-husband also

submits  that  the  petitioner  would  regularly  pay  maintenance  of

Rs.35,000/- (Rs.25,000/- plus Rs.10,000/-) to the respondent-wife.

In view of above, the petitioner is granted one year time from

today to pay the amount in lieu of 87 sovereign gold jewels.  In

case  the  petitioner  does  not  pay  the  amount,  as  above,  the

respondent is at liberty to execute the decree in accordance with

law. 

Pending applications, if any, shall also stand disposed of.

(MAHABIR SINGH)                           (PARVEEN KUMARI PASRICHA)
 COURT MASTER                                   BRANCH OFFICER
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