4+| TEM NO. 102 COURT NO. 3 SECTION Xl I A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 6352 COF 2004

CHI NTALA SYAMALA Appel I ant (s)

VERSUS

CHI NTALA VENKATA SATYANARAYANA RAO Respondent (s)

(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling O T. and office report)

Date: 22/02/2006 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVWAL
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A K. MATHUR

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DALVEER BHANDARI

For Appellant(s) M. D. Ramekrishna Reddy, Adv.
M. Ch. L. Sarveswar, Adv.

M's. D. Bharathi Reddy, Adv.

For Respondent (s) I n- person

UPON hearing counsel and res.in-person, the Court nade the follow ng

ORDER



Hear d | ear ned counsel for t he appel | ant as
as t he

respondent, who is appearing in-person.
The appeal is disposed of.

There will be no order as to costs.

[ Al ka Dudeja ] [ Om Prakash ]
Court Master Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file]

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 6352 OF 2004

Chintal a Syamal a ... Appel | ant (s)

Ver sus

Chi ntal a Venkata Satyanarayana Rao ... Respondent (s)

O R D E R

Hear d | ear ned counsel for t he appel | ant as wel | as t he

respondent, who is appearing in-person.

The r espondent filed a petition for gr ant of decree for

di vorce on t he ground of cruelty, adul tery and desertion. The

wel |



trial court di smi ssed t he petition hol di ng t hat none of t he three

grounds was proved. Against the said order when an appeal was

preferred by t he r espondent bef ore t he Hi gh Court, by t he

i mpugned or der, a decree for di vorce has been grant ed on t he

ground of desertion. Hence, this appeal by special |eave.

Havi ng heard the parties at length, we are of the view that

the H gh Court has not committed any error in granting decree for

di vorce on the ground of desertion, but we are of the view that no

provi si on has been made in t he i mpugned or der ei t her with

respect to pernanent alinony or with respect to the marriage of

Navat ha, second daught er of t he parties. The r espondent

stat ed

.2/ -

bef ore this Court t hat he undert akes to pay a sum of Rs. Ei ght

lacs to the appellant-wife, i.e., Rs.Five lacs by way of pernmanent

al i mony and Rs. Three | acs t owar ds expenses of marri age of t he

sai d second daughter. The said anount shall be paid by Account

Payee Dermand Drafts in the name  of the appellant-wfe. The

r espondent stated t hat out of t he af oresai d anount of Rs. Ei ght

| acs, a sum of Rs. Four | acs shal | be pai d by 31st August , 2006

and t he bal ance anount of Rs. Four | acs will be pai d by 30th

April, 2007. Let t he r espondent pay t he af oresai d anount



accordingly. It has been stated by the respondent that a crim nal

case under Secti ons 448 and 379 of t he I ndi an Penal Code is

pendi ng against his brother-Vijay Kumar, bearing C. R No. 719 of

2003, whi ch is pendi ng in t he Court of I1ird Met ropol i tan

Magi strat e, Vi j ayawada. In view of t he af oresai d facts, t he

crim nal prosecution of Vijay Kumar in t he af oresai d case is

her eby quashed. It has been stated by t he r espondent t hat hi s

br ot her Vijay Kumar has filed Ori gi nal Sui t No. 3134 of 2003,

whi ch is pendi ng in t he Court of First Addi ti onal Juni or Givil

Judge, Vijayawada, which shall be withdrawn by his brother Vijay

Kumar . It is directed t hat t he sai d civil sui t shal | st and

wi t hdr awn.

Wth the aforesaid directions, the appeal is disposed of.

There shall be no order as to costs.

[ DALVEER BHANDARI ]
New Del hi ,

FEBRUARY 22, 2006.



