
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

C.R.P.No.2853_OF 2017  

ORDER: 

 

The respondent in G.O.P.No.3 of 2013, in the Court of the  

III-Add itiona l Distric t Judge, Kurnool, is the revision petitioner.   

 

The Court below through the order impugned  in revision 

permitted  visita tion rights to the respondent herein.   The lea rned  

tria l Judge a fter taking  note of the stand  taken in the c ounter 

a ffidavit has passed  a  reasonab le and  p rac tic a l order.  Learned  

c ounsel for petitioner, however, c ha llenges the visita tion rights by 

referring  to a  few of the c ommissions and  omissions by the 

respondent.  This Court is of the view tha t the sc ope of revision is 

limited  as to whether the respondent is entitled  for visita tion rights,  

if so whether the visita tion rights a re granted  as is warranted  in the 

fac ts and  c irc umstanc es of the c ase.  If the revision petitioner  

has any grievanc es in respondent even in the working  out of the 

visita tion rights g iven by the tria l Court, the remed ies a re 

independent and  otherwise.   

 

I do not see illega lity or irregula rity in the order under revision.  

Revision fa ils and  is, ac c ord ing ly, d ismissed  with the above 

observa tions.   There sha ll be no order as c osts. 

 

Consequently, pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, stand  

c losed .  

____________ 

         S.V.BHATT, J 

23rd  June, 2017 
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