
THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE M.SATYANARAYANA MURTHY 

 

TR.CMP NO. 420 OF 2017  

 

ORDER: 

This revision petition is filed  under Sec tion 24 of CPC to withdraw OP 

No.1433 of 2016 pend ing on the file of the Judge, Family Court, City Civil 

Court, a t Hyderabad   and  to transfer the same to the Court of the Senior 

Civil Judge, a t Prodda tur, Kadapa  Distric t on two grounds;  the first g round  

is tha t the petitioner and  the respondent were b lessed  with a  c hild  aged  

about 4 years and  tha t she has no means to undertake journey and  

appear before the c ourt and  therefore expressed  her inab ility to a ttend  

the c ourt before the Judge, Family Court, City Civil Court, a t Hyderabad  

for undertaking  journey more than 300 Kms. 

The petitioner is admitted ly resid ing a t Prodda tur with her pa rents a t 

Yerraguntla , Prodda tur whic h is in the jurisd ic tion of Prodda tur c ourt, a fter 

she was d riven out from the house by the respondent.  It is d iffic ult task for 

a  lady to perform journey on eac h and  every da te of ad journment 

c overing  more than 300 Kms. d istanc e.  It is sta ted  tha t it is possib le for the 

petitioner to a ttend  the c ourt on the da te when her c ross-examina tion is 

to be rec orded  or any other spec ific  purpose, as d irec ted  by the Judge, 

Family Court, but not on a ll da tes of ad journment as long as she is 

rep resented  by her c ounsel and  p rosec uting  the p roc eed ings on her 

beha lf by the c ounsel.  But, the d iffic ulty is tha t she is unab le to perform 

journey while taking c a re of 4 yea rs old  c hild .  As d isc ussed  above, her 

p resenc e is not required  on a ll da tes of ad journment.  Further more, in the 

rec ent judgment, the Apex Court gave d irec tions to p rint on the reverse 

of the summons about the ava ilab ility of video c onferenc e d irec ting  to 

deposit the expenses for travelling , lodg ing and  board ing in terms of the 

Order XXV CPC. Therefore, if rea lly she is suffering  from lac k of means to 

perform journey, the respondent sha ll be d irec ted  to deposit travelling , 
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lodg ing and  board ing expenses in terms of Order XXV CPC when her 

appearanc e is required  before the Judge, Family Court or otherwise her 

c ross-examina tion c an be rec orded  by video c onferenc e.  Therefore, 

none of the grounds urged  in the petition a re not suffic ient to withd raw 

and  transfer the petition.  However, the Judge, Family Court, CCC 

Hyderabad  is requested  not to insist her p resenc e on eac h and  every 

da te of ad journment, exc ep t, on the da te of her c ross-examina tion, or for 

any other spec ific  purpose and  this d irec tion does not p rec lude the 

Judge,Family Court to pass appropria te orders in ac c ordanc e with law in 

the event of her c ounsel’ s fa ilure to rep resent and  p rosec ute the 

p roc eed ings. 

With the above d irec tion, the Tr.CMP is d isposed  of.  There sha ll be 

no order as to c osts.   

Misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing in the revision petition sha ll 

stand  c losed . 

 

____________________________________ 

JUSTICE M. SATYANARAYANA MURTHY 

Date:06.07.2017 

c c m 
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