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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK 
 

CRLREV No.1015 of 2025 
     

Monalisa Sahoo … 

 

Petitioner 

 

Mr. S.C. Nath Sharma, Advocate  

 

-versus- 

 

Jitendra Kumar Sahoo & 

Others 

…. Opposite Parties 

Mr. D.R. Rath, Advocate 

 

CRLREV No.759 of 2024 
 
     

Jitendra Kumar Sahoo & 

Others 

… 

 

Petitioner 

 

Mr. D.R. Rath, Advocate 

 
 

-versus- 

 

Monalisa Sahoo …. Opposite Party 

Mr. S.C. Nath Sharma, Advocate  

 
 

CORAM: JUSTICE V. NARASINGH 

 

Order No. 

ORDER 

25.03.2026 
 

I.A. No.1409 of 2025 

arising out of 
CRLREV No.1015 of 2025 

 
 

 
 

 

 

        05. 1. Heard learned counsel for the Petitioner and 

learned counsel for the Opposite Parties. 

 2. This I.A. has been filed for condonation of delay. 

 3. It is submitted by the learned counsel for the 

Petitioner that the Petitioner is a destitute lady with a 

minor son for which she could not pursue the matter 

with the alacrity it deserved and in the process there has 



                                                  

 

Page 2 of 3 

 

been delay of 283 days in filing the CRLREV No.1015 of 

2025. 

 4. Learned counsel appearing for the Opposite 

Parties submits that there is no cogent explanation given 

for condonation of delay. Hence, the matter does not 

merit consideration and the CRLREV No.1015 of 2025 is 

liable to be rejected solely on account of delay. 

 5. It may be out of place to note here that the order 

impugned by the Petitioner in the present Revision is 

also assailed by the Opposite Party in the connected 

Revision that is on the Board today. 

 6. Be that as it may, considering the recitals in the 

I.A. and the submission of the learned counsel for the 

Petitioner, this Court is persuaded to hold that “sufficient 

cause” has been shown in terms of the judgment of the 

Apex Court in the case of Shivamma (Dead) by Lrs vs. 

Karnataka Housing Board and Ors. reported in 2025 

SCC OnLine SC 1969. 

 7. Accordingly, the delay in filing this Criminal 

Revision is condoned. 

 8. The I.A. stands disposed of. 
 

 

                                                                          (V. NARASINGH) 

                      Judge 
 

Order No. 

 
CRLREV No.1015 of 2025 & CRLREV No.759 of 2024  

 
 

 
 

 

 

        06. 1. Since both the Revisions have been filed assailing 

the impugned order dated 07.11.2024 passed by the 

learned Sessions Judge, Puri in Crl. Appeal No.19 of 
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2024 arising out of order dated 04.09.2024 passed by 

the learned S.D.J.M., Puri in 1 CC Case No.31 of 2022, 

they are taken up together for consideration. 

 2. During the course of hearing, learned counsel 

appearing in CRLREV No.759 of 2024 for the Husband 

submits that in terms of the order passed in I.A. No.14 

of 2024 arising out of the CRP No.60 of 2022 instituted 

at the instance of the Petitioner in the CRLREV No.1015 

of 2025, the Opposite Party No.1-husband in CRLREV 

No.1015 of 2025 is paying Rs.4000/- per month to the 

Petitioner in CRLREV No.1015 of 2025 as well as 

Rs.2000/- to the son from the date of application i.e. 

01.08.2022. 

 3. Learned counsel appearing for the Opposite Party 

in CRLREV No.1015 of 2025, on instruction, submits that 

there are arrears and the Petitioner has not been paid as 

being claimed. 

 4. To set at rest such competing claims, learned 

counsel for the Petitioner in CRLREV No.759 of 2024 and 

Opposite Parties in CRLREV No.1015 of 2025 is called 

upon to file an affidavit regarding the payment made in 

terms of the order referred to hereinabove by the next 

date. 

 5. List these matters on 27.04.2026. 

 6. Interim order passed earlier in CRLREV No.759 of 

2024 shall continue till the next date. 

  

                                                                          (V. NARASINGH) 
                      Judge 
Ayesha  


		AYESHA ROUT
	2026-03-26T20:57:25+0530
	High Court of Orissa, Cuttack
	Authentication




