
                       IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF BOMBAY

                            CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                         CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO. 102 OF 2006

                                          IN

                     CRIMINAL REVISION APPLICATION NO. 48 OF 2005

                Mr.Ankit Harin Shah               .. Applicant

                     versus

                The State of Maharashtra & ors.   .. Respondents

                                         ...

                Mrs.Manisha K. Satra for the applicant.

                Mrs.Usha Kejriwal for the respondent.

                                      CORAM :  A.S. Bagga,  J CORAM :  A.S. Bagga,  J CORAM :  A.S. Bagga,  J 

                                               (Vacation Court)                               (Vacation Court)                               (Vacation Court)

                                      DATED :  26th May 2006.                              DATED :  26th May 2006.                              DATED :  26th May 2006.        

                P.C.:

                1.       The  Family  Court of Pune passed order  under

                provisions  of  section  125 of the  Code  of  Criminal

                Procedure  directing  the applicant to pay the  sum  of

                Rs.2,000/-  and  Rs.1,000/-  to   his  wife  and  child

                respectively  as maintenance in petition no.  P/612/03.



                The  wife  not  being satisfied with this  order  filed

                Criminal  Revision  Application no.  48 of 2006  before

                this  Court.   This  Court has enhanced  the  order  to

                Rs.3,500/-  and Rs.2,500/- respectively for mother  and

                the child with costs of Rs.1,000/-.  This order came to

                be passed on 23rd February 2006.  By filing the present

                application,  the applicant seeks stay of the execution

                before the Family Court.

                2.       Since the Revision was filed by the wife which

                has been partly granted, the order passed by this Court

                cannot  be  stayed  for the present as  prayed  by  the

                applicant.  The applicant is however at liberty to move

                the Family Court for appropriate orders.

                3.       Liberty however given to move this Court again

                on reopening.  No order for now.

                                                (A.S. BAGGA, J)(A.S. BAGGA, J)(A.S. BAGGA, J)

                   


