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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

FA(MAT) No. 3 of 2024
TARACHAND SAHU versus SMT. AKANSHA SAHU

FA(MAT)/48/2024

Order Sheet

03.09.2025         In FA (MAT) No. 3/2024

Mr. Rakesh Manikpuri, counsel for the appellant.

Mr. K.K. Pandey, counsel for the respondent.

      In FA(MAT) No. 48/2024

Mr. K. K. Pandey, counsel for the appellant.

Mr.  Rakesh Manikpuri, counsel for the respondent.

           Heard.

      As per  mediation report  dated 28.08.2025,  it  shows that

mediation efforts in between the parties have failed.

List both the cases for final hearing after six weeks.

        Meanwhile, learned counsel for the appellant in FA (MAT)

No. 3/2024 and learned counsel for the appellant in FA(MAT) No.

48/2024 are directed to file the paper book as per the provisions

prescribed under Rule 177 of High Court of Chhattisgarh Rules,

2007.  Both the parties  are also directed to file  their  respective

affidavits  stating the assets  held by both of  them movable and
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immovable, including their source of income and the undivided

share, if any, in the joint/ancestral property.

       The affidavit should be in the spirit of the law laid down by

the Supreme Court in the matter of Rajnesh Vs. Neha reported in

2021 AIR 569 SC. 

       Sd/- Sd/-

 (Rajani Dubey)     (Amitendra Kishore Prasad) 
      Judge                                        Judge
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