L
sl

scan the code using ‘e Courts Services’
mobile application download from Play Store 1.D.O.P.No.07/2025

IN THE COURT OF THE PRINCIPAL DISTRICT JUDGE, THENI

Present: Thiru.Swarnam J. Natarajan, M.L.,
Principal District Judge, Theni

Friday, this the 10" day of April - 2026
I.D.O.P.No. 07/2025
C.N.R.No.TNTH010044182024

Selvam ...Petitioner
/Versus/
Sebastia @ Vetri Sudar ...Respondent

This petition is coming upon 26.03.2026, for final hearing before me in
the presence of Thiru. K. Dharmakodi, Advocate for the Petitioner and
Tmt. A. Lalitha and Tmt. Pavithrakrishnan, Advocate for the Respondent and
upon hearing the arguments of both sides and perusing the evidence,
documents, the case having stood over for consideration till this day, this Court
delivers the following:-

ORDER

This is the petition filed by the petitioner/husband against the
respondent/wife under Section 10 (i) (iii) of Indian Divorce Act seeking to
dissolve the marriage solemnized between the petitioner and respondent on
16.09.2004 at Govinthanpatty Village, Uthamapalayam Taluk, Theni District by

a decree of divorce with cost.
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2. The facts stated in the petition in brief is as follows:-

2(i) The Petitioner and the Respondent are spouses. Their matrimonial
home is situated within the territorial jurisdiction of this Court at Govindanpatti
Village, Uthamapalayam Taluk, Theni District.

2(ii) The marriage between the Petitioner and the Respondent was
solemnized as per Christian religious rites and customs on 16.09.2004 at the
Petitioner’s residence at Govindanpatti Village, Uthamapalayam Taluk, Theni
District, in the presence of relatives and friends in a grand and auspicious
manner. At the time of marriage, the Respondent’s parents presented 7
sovereigns of gold jewellery, along with household articles such as cot, bureau,
and utensils, as dowry to the Respondent. Similarly, they also presented to the
Petitioner 1 sovereign chain, 1 sovereign hand chain, and 1 sovereign ring as
gifts.

2(iii) The entire marriage expenses were borne out by the Petitioner’s
family. After marriage, the Petitioner and Respondent lived together in the
matrimonial home with the Petitioner’s parents. Subsequently, as the Petitioner
was employed in the Army, he took the Respondent to Nagaland, where they
lived happily for about 1'% years. Thereafter, due to transfer, the Petitioner was

posted to Rajasthan and, due to lack of accommodation initially, the Respondent
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was left at Govindanpatti. Later, the Petitioner obtained official accommodation
and brought the Respondent to Rajasthan, where they lived together. The
Respondent stayed with the Petitioner in Rajasthan for about 274 years.

2(iv) Thereafter, due to transfer, the Petitioner was posted to Delhi, and
the Petitioner, Respondent, and their child shifted to Delhi. On 11.01.2011, a
female child by name Sharon Francis was born at the Army Hospital, Delhi.
The Petitioner bore all medical expenses of the Respondent during her
pregnancy and delivery. The Respondent’s mother stayed with them for about
1'2 months during this period and assisted in care. After delivery, the Petitioner,
Respondent, child, and Respondent’s mother stayed at Uthamapalayam for
about 12 months, after which the Petitioner resumed duty. Subsequently, due to
transfer, the Petitioner was posted to Kashmir and, after about 172 years, the
Respondent and child were brought there. They lived in Kashmir till January
2015. Thereafter, due to transfer to Uttar Pradesh, the Petitioner left the
Respondent and child at Govindanpatti with his parents and later brought them
to Uttar Pradesh after six months, where they continued to live.

2(v) During this period, the Respondent frequently contacted the
Petitioner over phone expressing fear that she was being ridiculed by

neighbours. The Petitioner, despite workload, addressed the issue and visited
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home. However, upon enquiry, it was found that no such incident had occurred.
The Respondent also exhibited abnormal behaviour on certain occasions,
including self-harm tendencies. When taken to hospital, doctors opined that she
was suffering from mental stress and required care and supervision. The
Respondent’s parents refused to take proper care and advised that she should be
brought back to Uthamapalayam.

2(vi) The Petitioner continued to take the Respondent for treatment at
mental health hospitals in Theni. The Respondent’s parents, however, insisted
that the Petitioner alone should take full responsibility for both the Respondent
and the child. Due to continuous hardship and family pressure, the Petitioner
took voluntary retirement from service on 19.06.2016.

2(vii) After the Petitioner returned to his native place, the Respondent’s
parents brought the Respondent and child and left them with the Petitioner,
stating that they could no longer take care of them. Thereafter, the Petitioner
took full responsibility for the child’s education and welfare. However, the
Respondent failed to cooperate in household duties and childcare, and her
condition worsened. The Respondent was again treated at a mental health
hospital in Theni, where doctors advised continuous supervision and care.

Despite repeated efforts, the Respondent did not cooperate and behaved
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aggressively, including verbal abuse and physical assault on occasions, causing
the Petitioner severe mental and physical distress. The Respondent’s parents
were informed, but they failed to take proper action. Panchayat elders were also
involved; however, the Respondent’s parents refused reconciliation and
threatened legal action against the Petitioner and took the Respondent away.
2(viii) The Respondent later allegedly took gold jewellery weighing 35
sovereigns belonging to the Petitioner and herself without consent and pledged
the same in various finance and jewellery shops between 14.09.2024 and
30.09.2024, raising substantial amounts. Thereafter, on 30.09.2024, the
Respondent allegedly administered a sedative in the Petitioner’s milk, causing
him to lose consciousness, and left the house. When the Petitioner regained
consciousness, he searched for the Respondent in several places but could not
trace her. A missing complaint was lodged on 02.10.2024 at Uthamapalayam
Police Station, and a case in Crime No0.301/2024 (Women Missing) was
registered. Later, the Respondent was traced in Chennai with police assistance
and brought back after expenditure of Rs.30,000/- by the Petitioner. The
Respondent stated that she did not wish to live with the Petitioner and that she
had already spent the pledged money. She was thereafter handed over to her

parents and has since been residing with them.
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2(ix) Due to the Respondent’s conduct, the Petitioner has suffered severe
mental agony, social humiliation, and loss of reputation among relatives and
society. The Petitioner is presently taking care of the minor daughter, aged 14
years, ensuring her education and welfare. Continued cohabitation with the
Respondent would endanger his life, dignity, and reputation and would
adversely affect the child’s future. Hence, the Petitioner seeks for dissolution of
marriage solemnized on 16.09.2004 and prays for a decree of divorce.

3. The Counter statement filed by the Respondent in brief is as follows:-

3(i) Except those facts that are specifically and expressly admitted in the
counter, all other allegations contained in the petition are vehemently denied by
this Respondent. The Petitioner is put to strict proof of all such denied
averments.

3(ii) It is admitted that the parties lived in the Petitioner’s parental home
initially and that thereafter the Respondent accompanied the Petitioner to
various Army quarters in different States, and that a female child, namely
Sharon Francis, was born on 11.01.2011. The Respondent admits only that the
Petitioner had filed [.D.O.P. No.14/2019. All other allegations, including
withdrawal of the case out of love and affection and continued harmonious

living thereafter, are false and are denied.
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3(iii) In fact, the Petitioner is a close maternal relative (uncle) of the
Respondent. Their marriage was solemnized on 18.09.2004 under Christian rites
at Govindanpatti. At the insistence of the Petitioner and his family, the
Respondent’s parents gave about 20 sovereigns of gold jewellery to the
Respondent, 3 sovereigns to the Petitioner, household articles worth
Rs.2,00,000/-, and Rs.1,00,000/- cash for marriage expenses.

3(iv) After marriage, while living in the Petitioner’s house, the Petitioner
and his family harassed the Respondent demanding an additional 25 sovereigns
of gold as dowry, calling her uneducated and of no financial benefit. The
Petitioner, often under the influence of alcohol, abused and assaulted the
Respondent. During her pregnancy in March 2007, the Petitioner assaulted her,
causing miscarriage and endangering her life.

3(v) After the birth of the child in 2011, despite the Respondent’s
parents providing adequate gifts, the Petitioner and his family continued
harassment. They also refused to include the Respondent’s name in the family
ration card and subjected her to cruelty. The Petitioner, citing risks in his Army
job and fear of losing service benefits, insisted that the Respondent obtain a
certificate of mental illness to facilitate his voluntary retirement. Upon her

refusal, she was forcibly driven out. Due to continuous harassment, the
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Respondent was compelled to undergo treatment at Keerthana Mental Hospital,
which the Petitioner misused to obtain voluntary retirement.

3(vi) On 15.11.2018, the Petitioner and his family again assaulted the
Respondent demanding dowry and poured hot food on her. A complaint was
lodged, and a criminal case in Crime No0.9/2019 was registered, which is still
under investigation. The earlier divorce petition 1.D.O.P. No.14/2019 was
withdrawn not out of love but because the Respondent’s family gave 12
sovereigns of gold to the Petitioner. Thereafter, the Petitioner continued to
demand money and articles on various occasions, extracting cash, jewellery,
and household items from the Respondent’s parents.

3(vii) The allegations regarding pledging of jewellery and absconding are
false. In fact, the Petitioner himself pledged the Respondent’s jewellery and sent
her to Chennai, instructing her to keep her phone switched off, and later created
a false missing complaint.

3(viii) The Respondent was later brought back through police, and upon
enquiry, the truth came out, and the Petitioner was warned. The Respondent,
fearing for her life, returned to her parents’ house. The Petitioner subsequently
took away the child and has not permitted the Respondent to meet or speak with

the child. The Respondent is mentally sound and has been falsely portrayed
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otherwise by the Petitioner. She is ready and willing to resume matrimonial life
with the Petitioner in the interest of the child. The present petition has been filed
with false allegations to escape criminal liability and to harass the Respondent.
Hence, the petition is liable to be dismissed with exemplary costs.

4. On the side of the petitioner, PW1 was examined, Ex.P1 to P7 were
marked. On the side of the respondent, RW1 was examined and no documents
were marked. Ex.P1 is the joint photo taken during the time of marriage. Ex.P2
and Ex.P3 are the ID proof and ration card of the petitioner. Ex.P4 is the birth
certificate of the petitioner's daughter date of birth is 11.01.2011. Ex.P5 is the
FIR in respect of Cr.No.09/2019 of AWPS, Uthamapalayam, against the
petitioner, her mother Annamal, sisters Jothi, Vanitha, Anbu, Rayappan and
Rosy and Ex.A6 is the marriage invitation. The earlier IDOP petition No.
14/2019, filed by the petitioner and the copy is marked as Ex.P7.

5. In the earlier application, the petitioner had alleged that due to the cruelty
caused by the respondent to the petitioner while he was serving in the military.
He was forced to obtain leave after getting permission from his superiors and it
reveals that there were no harassment from the neighbors. The respondent never
performed her marital obligations by taking care of the petitioner and his

daughter. Due to the cruelty meted out from the hands of the respondent, the
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petitioner was forced to get her child discontinued from the school in
2016-2017. The respondent never behaved as an ordinary person and used to
frequently quarrel with the petitioner, finding fault with him by blaming him for

unnecessary reasons.

6. The point for determination is :-

Whether the petitioner is entitled for divorce on the ground of cruelty by
making out a case that the respondent caused cruelty to him and whether the
respondent if divorce is granted is entitled to permanent alimony. If so, what is

the extent of the same?

7. The case of the petitioner is that he is a retired Ex-serviceman. According
to him, his marriage was an arranged one from his native and during his tenure
working in the military in various places like Rajasthan, Delhi, Jammu and
Kashmir and other places, including remote areas, throughout the places of his
posting he had taken the respondent along with him. While he was stationed at
New Delhi, a female child was born out during the said wedlock and now the

said child is studying in 10" standard staying with him.
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8. It is the case of the petitioner that the respondent exhibited abnormal

behavioral patterns during matrimonial life. While she was residing in the
military quarters along with the petitioner, she developed unfounded suspicion
against neighbors, repeatedly alleging harassment by them and also shouted
unnecessarily at the petitioner. However, upon verification, the petitioner found
that no such complaint or disputes emanate from the neighbors. The respondent
according to the petitioner, frequently contacted the superior of the petitioner
and his spouse, making complaints against him which compelled him to obtain
leave and attend to her needs by taking leave abruptly while he was in the midst
of his service.

9. It 1s further alleged that she resorted to self-inflicted injuries such as
hitting her head against walls. Thereby creating situations requiring his
immediate presence at the house. Due to her psychological condition, she was
brought to the native place and provided sufficient treatment in local hospitals at
Theni. Thereafter, the petitioner had not taken her back to his place of posting
and ultimately, due to the cruelty caused from the respondent he ultimately was
constrained to seek voluntary retirement. Post-retirement, he has been managing
the household work and taking care of his daughter, who is now studying in 10™

standard.
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10. It is further alleged that the respondent neglected her maternal duties and
frequently after taking medication remained indifferent to the welfare of the
child and used to sleep till midday without attending the household needs.
Subsequently, she left the matrimonial home without intimation after pledging
her 35 sovereigns of jewels in four different banking institutions in her name
and taken the money with her without informing the petitioner. In this regard, a
missing complaint was lodged by the petitioner before the local police and later
she was traced at Chennai. The respondent has been living separately for more
than 1-1/2 years prior to the filing of the petition and had failed to discharge her
matrimonial obligations. Hence, the petitioner prays for divorce on the ground
of cruelty.

11.  The respondent is denying all the allegations, according to her, she was
forcibly taken to a psychiatric hospital by the petitioner for his own benefit,
particularly in order to facilitate for his voluntary retirement peacefully and in
order to oblige him, the respondent also attended the psychiatric hospital. She
denied suffering from any mental illness and alleged that the petitioner has
contacted a second marriage and is living with another woman and children.
However, no particulars or evidence had been furnished in support of such

allegations.
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12.  The evidence of RW1 is crucial. During court question she had stated
that

"

oTooid @& aen@rnest GlpnestenSleiv 616D U (GHWIHeHG 2 6TeTg).
SIUIHES 15 awg REDG. o1o1g GWhomswiers ellsnem eSlgwmeomurr
uerefluiley uWlledTm euRSIDMI. 6T6dTEmIL 65T VIDHS DiG&N, Hhicms WHMmID SbY
RSCwi 2 _eirenmiser. BT HLHS 1-1/2 Reor(hHemnss oereorg ©ubGmmi
oS 1960 HUIHHEH HSIECDEST. HIST WS LT CHibhgH ump P&
agib sTssL OEwellcvemen. eSS &.UHUUL Igeows GCaibs H
OueTweflemw 2 GHWHOSHOHLT Drg 65 19MHE DNOWSHEH OGS
&Bub BLGS uEpSDMi. Dibs CGIHeSleL 2 _eiTem BHUT&HET C&FTLENS ST Bihs
NMursemns Qs flibeIO&TwGL6T. 6TeoIg W&ET 10-b QEG&UY Ul s euHSIDT.
Sieui weysmMiilesT smunIpLesr CanellibgeoTul 1quiley u&ls s eupSlDmi. &L bHS 1
U(BLIBIGONS SieuTd UMl 65 1960HM6sT 6T601g W&o 6uflHs euHSm.
DuSlpHCs ueiTefld @ @ &F6sTM GUIHSIDIT.

BIGT MOWPSHHID Seui Swum, Sibwn Supaupd Goucor(Hd 6reor &o Ml
eTSTEmeoT WeSMIT 5119 MH@& ITF 0 &m6060l O\FTEOTEOMT. IHITEOT GUIT (PIqWIMG) 6T6oT
@&meuedlell_@BLesr. miedr 2017-b Ppeor(l GHBEDLU eusTOsIHomw  HHUYE
FULSSTED ey HIEH0 OFLG, 2 Gswurtcmemubd BEHSsIcon bHEH T

B&lwesrmsSled Sibhs PsHSTETSH HoLOUDHM bsSEH. DibHS UPEHHS HIGHT
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&LHS 2018-2019-b Hpeor(h eunuev eumbiSlGeoredr. LGS  6TedTeoL 65T
CHibg MDPousHTEH OEFTHTOIHEIT SHNICOIONS BT BiHSH 6UPHHE GUMTUGID
ounh&lGeoT6dT. [H6dT Leo)SMI(HL6oT B&FiiHg 6ump Sabner eueor (WPwh&l easHemib
61(h @& 601 61TMMEL R(H(YP D 65119 H(E& OFeTEDGST.

13.  She had further answered during court question in the subsequent cross-
examination held on 06.03.2026 as follows:

"..... &M 1-1/2 6007 () &O6IT 6TCOIG)| LDEEIT, GT6OTS &COOTOUITTGOT LGS ITIT (THL_ 65T
sooflwns auslsg euapSlmmi eredrmmey &flgnedr. weoysMITledr MU 6T6oT&IE 6T
umi $&1&50\&TeTOIGTEH OFTTeoTsSTCUReL o1eoTg Wwaetledr BGgomeusemer Dol
sNS5550&MNTSIDM.  6T6o18 WHMET 6IdTeL 1 NIudGsmfl  BHredT
SgipneT aeon BSloaTmsHSlev ey eTHIND HTdsE GEFlweilebemey 6reTMTeL
sflHNcoT. 6TCOTE W&HET GTATEOL T QMGG 6TEOTCOT SNIGOID 6TEOMDITCL 6T60IS)
w&6T Uy d@Gb uererflufley Seiv &1L GeuetoT(HID 6TETUSMHETS 6TETERIL BT GUIHSTEL
Siourmev §6o &L (LY WG 6TETUSITEV 6T60TE) LDEGT LOEOISMT(HL 6T SHhISIT Ulq &8)
eHSImm".

14. She had further stated that ".....eToor8 &ooTeui WIRSGIGUT
O&N[H&ss5s01L Mg oTeor GlEFTeLESLD 6TeTéh @ W(HHE HemLsolfléb WpHe oM
auhyMISS O&NH S5 ubsmT. eTedTemer O&N(Hemw OFWg Dig &SI 6T65T M) HTEOT
&HBung &m”_FflusSlev GHMUIGIL_([HoTGeredr. SHHGID BT Sieu(HL T C&FibHg)
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oump sWMnes SapeSIGmeim eredimmey oTeod@E Hovoroui Geustor(Hld.  6T60TdH (G
GLHmsd Geusor(Hd eredTUSTEL Hedr G&ibg oump swmns SHeSIGM6T.
Sm SMmHbGD Ul glev BIedT a6 weysMi 69 19MhHE ©G&Fcvevailevemeu
oTedTmmeL Geum) 6(1H OUTTTERIL 65T DT (&(HDULD HLSHHIUSHITCL HU(HLGOT [HITGOT
Gsiibg oump SwWMNe E6LEM6V. Ihs Oucoroenll wmi eredrm  HIEST
@& 1&g\ Tesr GL6oTT 6T65IMM6L SGIBTET 6uemI HedT AGHUMDM & flibgHG\&TeToT
whH& @Fbweilsvemeu .

15.  So, the respondent during questioning had given contrary answers stating
that she intend to live with the petitioner. However, she had not taken any
efforts to live with him and only due to the inability to pay the school fee, she
allowed her daughter to stay with the petitioner and had not taken any steps to
get her daughter back with her.

16. It is well-settled principles of law that cruelty in family disputes need not
be physical alone. Mental cruelty which causes deep anguish and renders
continuation of matrimonial life impossible, is also a sufficient ground for
divorce. The Hon’ble Supreme Court in several cases had illustrated the
instances of mental cruelty and keeping in mind the above-said illustrations and

the cruelty said to be caused in matrimonial disputes. The conduct of the
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respondent in the present case, if seen would amount to mental cruelty as far as
the petitioner is concerned.

17. The respondent's persistent and unfounded complaints against the
neighbors, which were not substantiated by her and coupled with her repeated
interference in the petitioner's professional life by contacting his superior
officers has caused serious prejudice to the petitioner. For a person in military
service, such conduct directly affects discipline, reputation and service stability.
Further, the allegation that the respondent resorted to self-inflicted injuries to
compel the petitioner to obtain leave stands unrebutted. Such conduct is not
mere matrimonial discord, but a form of coercive psychological behavior
causing severe mental stress.

18. The petitioner's voluntary retirement from military service is a
significant circumstance. A reasonable inference can be drawn that such a
decision was necessitated by the untenable domestic situation. The petitioner's
subsequent role in managing the household and raising the child further
corroborates his version. The minor daughter, while she was examined through
video conference from Uthamapalayam, supports the petitioner's case. She had
stated that she has been residing with her father for the past 1-1/2 years and that

the respondent had not taken care of her. She neglected, especially during a
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crucial academic stage, constitutes a serious breach of parental responsibility.
Additionally, the respondent's allegations that the petitioner has contacted a
second marriage is entirely unsubstantiated. Making false and reckless
allegations against spouse, alleging that he contacted a second marriage without
producing any materials before the Court, would amount to mental cruelty. The
respondent's failure to provide any particulars renders the allegations baseless
and malicious. Thus, the cumulative conduct of the respondent establishes
mental cruelty.

19. In the present case, the respondent had left the matrimonial home
without intimation after pledging jewels and taking money with her. Forcing the
petitioner to lodge a women missing complaint before the police and later she
was traced at Chennai. The fact why the respondent had pledged her jewels and
left the matrimonial home without informing the petitioner has not been
satisfactorily explained by the respondent before this Court. From then
on-wards, the respondent is living separately for more than 1-1/2 years and had
not taken any valid steps to resume cohabitation with the petitioner. This clearly
establishes that the respondent never intended to live with the petitioner in order

to perform her duties as a lawful wife.
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20. The above facts clearly indicates that the marriage have been

irretrievably broken down. The parties are living separately and the relationship
i1s beyond repair. In spite of sufficient efforts taken by this Court for reunion,
there is no possibility of reunion as the marriage has been irretrievably broken.
21. Considering the above circumstances, this Court finds that the petitioner
had established that the respondent had deserted the petitioner and had not
performed her marital obligations, either in providing comfort to the petitioner
or to maintain her daughter, who is now in crucial academic stage of 10"
standard. A grown-up adolescent daughter is abandoned by the respondent at
her father's hand and residing with her parents without any lawful excuse and
mortgaged all her jewels and left the matrimonial home without informing the
petitioner, forcing him to file a complaint for women missing and no allegations
leveled in the counter filed by the respondent with respect to the allegations that
the petitioner is living with a woman and child has not been substantiated. The
above grounds would attract divorce on the ground of cruelty and the petitioner
is entitled for divorce on that ground.

22. The question with regard to permanent alimony is to be considered.
Wherein the petitioner is a retired Ex-serviceman who had taken voluntary

retirement and presently maintaining the household and the minor daughter. The
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respondent had not established any independent source of income. The marital
relationship has endured for a considerable period and the respondent despite
her conduct cannot be left without financial support. At the same time, the
conduct of the respondent which had been held to constitute cruelty and
desertion 1s also a relevant factor while determining the quantum. Balancing
these considerations, this Court is of the view that a lumpsum amount of
Rs. 5,00,000/- would meet the ends of justice. The said amount is reasonable,
having regard to the petitioner's limited post-retirement financial capacity, the
needs of the respondent and the overall circumstances of the case.
23. Thereby, this Court finds it appropriate to order Rs.5,00,000/- as
permanent alimony payable by the petitioner to the respondent within a period
of 3 months from the date of this order. On such payment being made by the
petitioner, this Court is inclined to consider the prayer for divorce. Hence, this
Court finds that the petitioner had proved cruelty on the ground that the
respondent had caused cruelty on the petitioner and the marriage has been
broken down irretrievably and the respondent is entitled for reasonable
permanent alimony.

In the result, the IDOP petition is allowed. The marriage held between

the petitioner and the respondent on 16.09.2004 at the Petitioner’s residence at
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Govindanpatti Village, Uthamapalayam Taluk, Theni District is dissolved by
decree of divorce under the provisions of the Indian Divorce Act and the
petitioner shall pay a sum of Rs.5,00,000/- to the respondent towards permanent
alimony within a period of 3 months from the date of this order. In default of
the said payment within the stipulated period, the alimony carries further
interest at the rate of 12% per annum till the realization. After payment of the
alimony only, the petitioner is entitled to claim benefits of the divorce order
passed and ordered accordingly.

Dictated to the Steno-Typist, taken by her in shorthand, transcribed and
typed by her with the help of voice recorder, and Microsoft 365, corrected and
pronounced by me, in the open court, this the 10" day of April - 2026.

SWARNAM J  S#AN&f7 ¥athraan

NATARAJAN Date: 2026.04.10 17:52:04
Principal District Judge,

Theni.

List of Witness examined on the side of Petitioner :

PWI Thiru. Selvam (Petitioner)

List of Exhibits marked on the side of the Petitioner:

Ex.P1/PWI -- Joint photograph of the petitioner and the
respondent.

Ex.P2 /PWI -- Family card of the Petitioner — Photo copy
(compared with original)

Ex.P3/PWI -- Aadhar card of the petitioner — Photo copy

( compared with original)
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Ex.P4/PW1  27.06.2011

Ex.P5/PW1  08.03.2019
Ex.P.6 16.09.2004

Ex.P.7 --

21

1.D.O.P.No.07/2025

Birth Certificate of the Sharon Francis -
Photo copy (compared with original)

First Information Report -Photo copy
Marriage invitation

Divorce petition in IDOP No. 14/2019 filed
by the petitoner

List of Witness examined on the side of Respondent :

RW1 Tmt. Sebastia @ Vetri Sudar ( Respondent)

List of Exhibits marked on the side of the Respondent :

-Nil-

10.04.2026

SWARNAM ] SWARNAM] NaTarajan
NATARAJAN 33500530
Principal District Judge,
Theni.

Principal District Judge, Theni
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scan the code using ‘e Courts Services’
mobile application download from Play Store 1.D.O.P.No.07/2025

Principal District Court,
Theni.

Copy of Order in
L.D.O.P. No.07/2025
Dated : 10.04.2026

10.04.2026 Principal District Judge, Theni
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