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ORDER: (Per Hon'ble Sri Just ice C.V.Nagarj una Reddy) 
 

 
 This Writ  Pet it ion is f iled for issue of habeas corpus by the husband 

of respondent  No.4 in respect  of his two minor children by name R.Aryan 

Krishna and R.Avanthika Krishna. 

 

We have heard Mr. K.Surender, learned counsel for the pet it ioner, at  

length and perused the record. 

 

It  is borne out  by the pleadings and also ref lected from the 

submissions of the learned counsel for the pet it ioner that  under an order 

passed by the j urisdict ional Court  under the provisions of the Protect ion of  

Women from Domest ic Violence Act , 2005 (for short , ‘ the D.V.Act ), the 

custody of the two minor children was granted to respondent  No.4 with 

visitat ion rights to the pet it ioner.  As respondent  No.4 has allegedly taken 

away the minor children to Mumbai, the pet it ioner has f iled an applicat ion 

for vacat ing the order and the said applicat ion was dismissed by the 

j urisdict ional Court .  That  feeling aggrieved by the said order, the 

pet it ioner has f iled Appeal No.903 of 2016 before the Dist rict  Court , which 

is stated to be pending. 

 

In the light  of the above facts, we are of the opinion that  the 

pet it ioner, having suffered an order from the competent  Court  under the 

D.V.Act , he cannot  avail the present  remedy to over come the said order. 

Having already availed the legal remedy against  the order under the 

D.V.Act , the pet it ioner has to pursue the same and he cannot  be permit ted 

to avail the parallel remedies.   

 

In this view of the mat ter, we do not  f ind any merit  in this writ  

pet it ion and the same is, accordingly, dismissed with liberty to the 
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pet it ioner to pursue the pending appeal and avail any other remedy 

available to him in law for the custody of the minor children.  

 

 

___________________ 
C.V.NAGARJUNA REDDY,J 

 
 
 

_____________ 

A.V.SESHA SAI,J 
 
15.11.2016 
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