
IN THE VI ADDITIONAL FAMILY COUkI AT CHHNAI 

Present: Tmt. S,I 
VI Additional Principal Judge 

Tuesday, the 12th deay of March 2024 
0.P. No. 1683 of 2021 

Mrs. Sivasankari Pandurangan 
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Mr. Surendrandh Ravuri 
Ns/ 

... Petitioner 

ORDER 

... Respondent 

This petition came up for final hearing before me on 06.03.2024 in the 

presence of the petitioner and the respondent having remained absent and set exparte, 

upon perusing the petition and material records and evidence of the petitioner and 
documents and on hcaring the petitioner, this Court delivered the following: 

1. The petitioner has come forward with this petition under Sections 7)) (a) 

and 7(1) (b) of the Family Court Acl, 1984 r/w. 5() of Hlindu Marriage Act. 1955 

praving to declare the validity of the marriage solemnized between the petitioner and 

the respondent on 01.06.2016 at NOO3, Muthiah Mudhali Street O 

Washermenpet, Chennai-21 as per Hindu rites and customs and registered as SI. 

No.386/2016 dated 01.06.2016 on the file of Sub-Registrar, Royapuram, Chennai 

as invalid and I to grant a decree of nullity and for legal costs. 

2. THE BRIEF 
AVERMENTS OF AMENDED PETITION ARE AS FOLLOWS:-

The first marriage of the petitioner with Mr. Rajcsh Ramalingam was 

solemnized on 29.1 I.2009 at Anandha Thirumana Nilayam, Pondicherry as per Hindu 
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rites and customs and was registered on 02.12.2009 at SI No.2382 of 2009 in the 

Office of the District Registrar, Puducherry. On 25.03.2012, the petitioner and her || 

months old child were forced to immigrate to India and her ex-husband filed a 

divorce petition in OP No.259/2013 and the marriage was dissolved in 2017. The 

petitioner for her livelihood, has joined as an Assistant Professor in an Engincering 

College. The petitioner's parents urged the petitioner to remarry and created a profile 

under the divorcee category in shaadi.com. The respondent approached the petitioner 

through the said website and assured that he would accept the petitioner's child as his 

own child. At that time, the respondent was working in Australia. The respondent 

was informed about the petitioner's past and divorce proceedings pending before the 

court. The respondent convinced the petitioner by promising that he would undergo 

vasectomy surgery and accepts the petitioner's son as his own son and would amend 

the petitioner's son's birth certificate that his surname and would apply for permanent 

resident certificate for the petitioner's son to enable the child to reside in Australia as 

a permanent resident. Further the respondent urged the petitioner to marry him as he 

has to return to Australia and in order to complete the process of permanent residency 

for both the petitioner and her son and also promised that the petitioner and her son 

would get a new life with joy and happiness. Hence the petitioner gave her consent 

to marry him. The respondent demanded the petitioner to quit her job and did not 

approve the petitioner having male counterparts as colleagues. Hence she quited her 

job. She got remarried the respondent on 01.06.20 16 at No. I0/13, Muthiah Mudhali 

Street, Old Washermenpet, Chennai. The respondent's parents could not attend thc 



marriage as the respondcnt's ex-wife has filed dowry case against the entire family. The marriage of the petitioner was solemnizcd during the pendency of divorce proceedings of first marriage. Hence her maarriage is not a valid marriage as per section 5(|) of the Hindu Marriage Act. After marriage, the petitioner and the respondent went to Vijayawada and they were advised to get blessings from his 
parents and as per their advise, they stayed at hotel, as the local media channels were 
following them for coverage on the basis of respondcnt's ex-wife's complaint. On 
the first day of marriage itself, the respondent came to hotel in an intoxicated 
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cond1tion and behaved like a psycho path and quarrelcd with the petitioner's brother 
lo take the child with him and demanded that the petitioner should abandon the child. 
The petitioner thought that the respondent's actions were duc to his intoxication. The 

respondent refused to rent a residence to live with the petilioner she was forced to 

return to her parents house along wilh her child. The respondent sent 

uncompromising pictures to the petilioner s ex-husband and his counsel with an 

intention to agitate her husband to snateh the child from the petitioner. The 

respondent also threatened to kill the petuuoner's son. The petitioner only after 

marriage came o know that the arvorco proccedings of the respondent was sill 

pending. The respondent compelled the petitioner to leave her child with her parents 

or her brother and to live with the respondent cither in Vijayawada or at Australia. 

The respondent rcturned to India in the end of 2016 and stayed for one month and 

subjeceted the petitioner and her son to severe cruclty, ptting her son's life in risk. 
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The respondent created a fake profile and sent uncompromising photos of the 

petitioner to all the petitioner's friends on face book. The respondetn subjected the 

petitioner to severe physical and mental Cruelty. However, the second marriage of 

the petitioner was solemnized when the tirst marriage was in existence. Hence the 

present petition for declaring the marriage solemnized between the petitioner and the 

respondent as nullity u/s.7(1 )(a) of the Family Court Act r/w. 5(1) of the Hindu 

Marriage Act. 

3. In spite of sufficient chances, the respondent has not chosen to appear before 
this court and hence he was called absent and set exparte on 25.04.2022. 

4. In order to substantiate the contention of the petitioner, the petitioner filed 
her proof affidavit and examined herself as PWI and Ex.P.1 to Ex.P.5 were marked. 
5. Point for determination: 

Now the point for consideration is that whether the petitioner is entitled for the 
relief of declaration of marriage as null and void as prayed for? 

6. Point: 

Heard. The marriage between the petitioner and the respondent was solemnized 
on 01.06.2016 at No. 10/13, Muthiah Mudhali Street, Old Washermenpet, Chennai 

21. Ex.P.I Marriage Invitation, Ex.P.2 Joint photo and Ex.P.3 Marriage Registration 
certificate establishes their marriage and the relationship between the petitioner and 
the respondent. The contention of the petitioner is that, the respondent subjected her 
lo cruclty. Ilowever, the main contention of the petitioner is that, her carlier marriage 



with one Rajesh was in existence at the time of her marriage with the respondent and 

she had a spouse living at t the time of marriage with the respondent and hence the 

marriage with the respondent is void ahin and prayed for declaration of their 

marriage as null and void. The petitioner has produced Ex.P5 divorce order copy in 

OP No.25972013 which establishes that the marriage of the petitioner with the Sald 

Rajesh was dissolved only on 04.05.2017. Ex.P5 establishes that the petitioner had a 

spouse living at the time of her sccond mariage with the respondent and hence the 

marriage belween the petitioner and the respondent solemnized on 01.06.2016 is a 

void marriage as per Sec. I| of Hindu Marriage Act. As per Scc.5(i) of Hindu 

Marriage Act, the main condition for marriage between two Ilindus is neither party 

has a spouse living at the time of marriage. As per Sec.I1, any marriage solemnized 

in contravention of Scc.5(i) of the Hindu Marriage Act shall be null and void. Hence, 

the petitioner has cstablishcd that the marriage between the petitioner and the 

respondent solemnized on 01.06.2016 is void abinitio. 

7. The petitioner through her evidence as PWI and exhibits PI to PS has 

established that the marriage between the petitioner and the respondent solemnized 

on 01.06.2016 is void abinitio and is a nullity. But the respondent has not chosen to 

appear before this court to controvert the allcgations made by the petitioner. There is 

no contra evidence to disprove thc case of he petitioner. In view of the above. this 

court finds that the petitioner has established her casc through her evidencc as PWI 



and exhibits PI to P5. Hence, the petitioner is entitled for declaration that the 
marriage between the petitioner and the respondent is void and nullity. 

pelition is allowed and the marriage between the petitioner 
and the respondent held on 0.06 2016 at No 10/13. Muthiah Mudhali Street, Old 
Washermenpet, Chennai-21 as per Hindu rites and customs and registered as SI. 

No.386/2016 dated 01.06.2016 on the file of Sub-Registrar, Royapuram, Chennai is 
declared as null and void. No costs. 

Directly dictated to my steno typist and typed by her in the computer directly to 
my dictation, corrected and pronounced by me in the Open Court, on 12" day of 
March 2024. 

PWI 

In the result, this 

Ex.P.l 

List of Witnesses examined on the side of the petitioner: 

Ex.P.2 

Ex.P.3 

Ex.P.4 
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List ofExhibits marked on the side of the petitioner: 

Ex.P.5 

Sivasankari Pandurangan 

Marriage Invitation 

VI ADDITIONAL PXINCIPAL JUDGE 

Joint Photo 

VI ADDITIONAL FAMILY COURT 

Xerox copy of Marriage Registration Certificate 

Xerox copy of Aadhaar Card of the pctitioner 

Xerox copy of Order in OP No.259/013 

S 
Certitied to be true copy VI ADDITIONAL FAMILY COURT 

Superintendent of Copyist 

ADDITIONAL PRINCÍPAL JUDGE 
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