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THE COURT o
N F DISTRlCT»MUN . CUMJUDICIAL MAGISTRATE,

Present MADH Av M LM
D T ""’ B.L-’L' e
1strict Mllns if o I)e p

B. Swathi.

W/o. Karthik,
Plot.No. 62A, Chandrapy
Ponmammandeu prably Colony,
Chennai-110,

. .Petitioner/Complainant
Mr.Karthik.
S/o. Venkatraman
Thiru Vi Kgq Nagar, 1+

Cheyyur Salaj, Sothup
Melmar uvathm

~Ws-

Street.
akkam_

. Respondent/ Petitioner

The petition filed by M/s. Mr. A.Thirumaran counsel for the

Petitioner/Respondent and My. S. Anand counsel for the Respondent/Petitioner

came up before this court. Upon perusing the entire records. hearing submission of

both sides and having stood over for consideration till this date. this Court passes

the following:

ORDER
The petitioner had filed the present petition U/s. 23 of Protection Women
from Domestic Violence Act 2005.. praying for an Order of interim mdmtumnu
of sum of Rs.60.000/-. against the respondent herein,
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THE CASE OF THE PETITIONER IN CRUXAS
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P he petitioner stated that in addition to the above. my parents despite thein

poor status had spent a sum of Rs.3.00,000/- [Rupees Three Lakhs only] towards

marriage expenscs.

8. The petitioner stated that the respondent herein is working as a Manager

with Indian Bank. and is getting a Salary of about Rs.1.50.000/- [Rupees One
Lakh and Fifty Thousand only].

9. The petitioner stated that commencing the matrimonial life she came to
know that the respondent had relationship with one Rose who was already
married and was living in the first floor of the house of the respondent herein and
that the relationship was there for 5 years prior to the marriage itself and the
factum of such relationship had been suppressed by the family of the respondent
herein despite the fact that they knew Well about the same. Further. the said Rose
had such a great influence in my matrimonial home in that all decisions in the

; with the ! . )
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Rose. The said Rose was the n
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10. The petitioner stated that the aftet returning from his work the respondent
instead of spending time with me. immediately used to go to the house of the said
Rose in the first floor and spend time With her there.. and return very much late
and during such time the husband of the said Rose will conveniently not be

available in the first floor house which is occupied by the said Rose and her

Family.)

The petitioner stated that upon sezing them together. she had questioned as

I1.
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towards the said Rose. In such circumstances, 1 had preferred complaints to the

statutory authoritics including the protection officer on 23.01.2023. [ had also

preferred complaint to the Police authority on 06.12.2022 and only upon the
intervention of the Police. the rcspondcnl allowed me to take back my belongings.
Thereafier. the Police authorities had advised me to prefer a complaint to the
Protection Officer and then only | preferred complaints to the protection officer.
The respondent herein exercised his influence with the protection. 15.05.2023
and 24.05.2023 and only thereafter the protection officer filed the Domestic

Incidence Report before this Court.

16. The petitioner stated that she was living in poverty depending upon her
parents with whatever paltry sum she carn and the respondent herein is living in
luxury in a palatial bunglow.. and is carning about Rs.1.50,000/- [Rupees Onc
Lakh and Fifty Thousand only) per month, whe‘reas she was working temporarily
in a private company earning a paltry sum of Rs. 12.000/- per month. On account
of my starvation at the matrimonial home my physical condition has deteriorated
and further she had become mentally depressed and she had been advised to take

nutritious food and vitamin supplements. Hence this Petition.

2. COUNTER AVERMENTS:-

2.1. The respondent stated that the continued cohabitation with the

Petitioner would only cause further harassment and mental torture to him. The

Petitioner conduct has also caused serious damage to my mental, physical, and
psychological health. He had now only understood that the petitioner is not going

(o live him, as a life partner for ever as she is not interested in the marital
relationship, which may be due to her the psychological mind set. This can only

be assessed if the petitioner is taken to medical checkup. Even I asked her to meet
a family counselor but the petitioner was not at all heeding to my words. The
parents of the petitioner is also safeguarding her daughter and was not willing to

send the petitioner to the matrimonial home. This clearly confirms the
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4. The respondent stated that the he had to take care of his ailing
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s Affidavit and my IT

had enclosed hi
ad enclosed his bank statement, Assets and Liabilitie
at he had huge debts and EMI's

r - - 5 . . )
eturns for three years which very clearly proves "
¢ to be dismissed

cd by the petitioner i liabl

to be repaid. Hence. the petition fil

with exemplary cost.

3. POINT TO BE DETERMINED:-
Whether the petitioner is entitled (0 any interim maintenance U/s. 23 of
Domestic Violence Act, and if 50 ? to what quantum.
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e lifestyle that ghe cnjnycd. while her brief sty at g
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It the pumon is allowed and the respondent is directed to pay the
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paintenance of sum of Rs- 7.500/-. per month, on or before,

pcﬁno ) oy Eng_‘iSh Ca\enda‘ n]()nth W llhout faﬂ
\ =

dictated by me typed directly by Steno typist in computer.

me in the Open Court on this the 21" day of March

- \%\qf

District Munsif cum J udlclal Magistrate,
Madhavaram.




