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News : Red-corner notice against NRI 
0 Jun, 2007 l 0000 hrs IST l Abhinav Garg/TIMES NEWS NETWORK 
 

NEW DELHI: A city court recently issued a red-corner notice against an NRI man who divorced his 

wife through an email while he was abroad.  

 

Additional chief metropolitan magistrate Kamini Lau issued the notice against Vikas Sharma who 

allegedly deserted his wife by shooting an email to her from Congo in June 2004 when his wife had 

come down to India to stay with her in-laws.  

 

Comments : so it took 3 years from 2004 to 2007 for this guy to be listed on the Red corner notice. That 

too because this chap refused to come back to mother India and surrender ? 

 

Using the said e-mail as a pretext, the shell-shocked woman was then thrown out by her in-laws which 

made her seek the court's intervention to "save the marriage". 

 

Comments : Wow !!  after all the woman wishes to save the marriage ?? right ? that's why she has got 

her beloved hubby listed as a proclaimed offender, or on a red corner notice. Wow !! what a novel way 

to save the marriage ? 

 

Acting on the basis of the notice, passport authorities informed the ACMM on the last date of hearing 

earlier this month that Sharma's passport had been revoked. On the same day, the court also issued red 

corner notice against Vimla Sharma, the mother-in-law, who is already a proclaimed offender in the 

case with her property in Lajpat Nagar area sealed.  

 

Comments : This is sad. Mother in law's property has been sealed ! why on earth ? is this also to save 

the marriage ? 

 

Immediately after being shunted out from her home, the harried woman had initiated legal proceedings 

by first getting an FIR registered for cruelty and harassment and filing a maintenance-cum-perjury 

application in a city court.  

 

Comments : Cruelty and harassment ? should we look for 498a in the small print ? 

 

According to the FIR, the marriage was solemnised in India in January 2004 after which the couple 

went to Congo but returned the same year in April to stay with her in-laws. Then came the alleged 

email informing her of Sharmas's decision of divorce after which the in-laws, the FIR claims, refused 

to even return the woman's personal belongings and unless she agreed to sign the divorce papers by 

mutual consent — an offer which was firmly refused.  

 

Comments : did anyone verify where the E mail came from ?  
 

In his defence, Sharma claimed his wife married him out of greed for his money and was always 

pressuring her for grant of divorce. However, due to the failure of the Sharma family to appear before 

court despite repeated assurances from their lawyers, the court was forced to proceed ex-parte.  

 

Comments : tut !! tut !! failure of the sharma family to ...... 
 

Meanwhile, Delhi High Court was also forced to step in when the complainant woman challenged the 

lower court's decision to grant her an interim maintenance of Rs 5,000. It was later hiked 10 times to 

Rs 50,000 by HC which clearly observed that though the sum of Rs 5,000/- per month may be 

sufficient for some individuals, it was "thoroughly inadequate" for others who have the wherewithal to 



pay a much higher quantum of maintenance.  

 

Comments : Rs. 50,000/- a month !! again to save the marriage ? or ?  
 

The high court's revised the maintenance taking into account Sharma's self-declared income and 

financial status to Sycorian Matrimonial Services at the time of seeking matrimony. The irony in the 

case that at the time of seeking matrimony, the husband reportedly stated his wealth to its fullest extent 

and at the time of parting and paying maintenance, claimed to be a virtual pauper disowned by his 

father, was not lost on HC. 

 

Comments : Bhai log beware !! pitfalls of stating your earnings !! nay , pitfalls of marrying the wrong 

woman :-( 

 

 

http://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/India/Red-
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