
 

THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO 

 

 

CRIMINAL REVISION CASE No.2466 of 2014 

 

ORDER: 

 

 Heard  both the c ounsel. 

 

 The p resent Crimina l Revision Case is filed  c ha lleng ing the 

orders passed  in M.C.No136 of 2009 da ted  23.12.2013 on the file of 

the  Family Court-c um- IV Add itiona l Distric t and  Sessions Judge, 

Vijayawada , award ing a  sum of Rs.1500/ - eac h per month to the 

petitioners 1 and  2 herein towards ma intenanc e. 

 The fac ts in b rief a re tha t the petitioners herein filed  

M.C.No.136 of 2009 on the file of the Family Court-c um-IV Add itiona l 

Distric t and  Sessions Judge, Vijayawada , c la iming a  sum of Rs.1500/ - 

eac h per month towards ma intenanc e aga inst the first respondent.  

 The first respondent rema ined  exparte . The 1st petitioner 

examined  herself as PW.1. Based  on the evidenc e b rought before 

the lea rned  Family Judge and  in view of the fac t tha t there is no 

c ha llenge to the evidenc e p roduc ed  by her, the lea rned  Family 

Judge, by order da ted  23.12.2013 d irec ted  the first respondent to 

pay Rs.1500/ - eac h per month to the petitioners towards 

ma intenanc e from the da te of the order i.e. 23.12.2013. However, 

as fa r as  2nd  petitioner is c onc erned , ma intenanc e was d irec ted  to 

be pa id  till he a tta ins ma jority. Aggrieved  by the sa id  orders, the 

petitioners in the ma intenanc e c ase filed  the p resent c rimina l 

revision c ase. 

 Learned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioners basic a lly 

c ontended  tha t the lea rned  Family Judge ought to have awarded  
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maintenanc e from the da te of the petition instead  of da te of the 

order.  

On the last oc c asion, a fter hearing  the lea rned  c ounsel for 

the petitioner in pa rt, d irec ted  him to p roduc e the c opy of the 

deposition of the 1st petitioner. However, no suc h deposition c opy is 

p roduc ed  before this Court. 

 From the perusa l of the materia l on rec ord , it is revea led  tha t 

sinc e the first respondent was set ex parte , the lea rned  Family 

Judge passed  order d irec ting  the first respondent to pay family 

ma intenanc e a t Rs.1500/ - eac h. However, no reasons have been 

mentioned  for not g ranting  the ma intenanc e from the da te of the 

petition. In fac t, ma intenanc e c ase was filed  in the year 2009 and  

the orders were passed  on 23.12.2013. Nearly four years have been 

lapsed  from the da te of filing  of the ma intenanc e c ase till the da te 

of the order. However, when the c ounsel was d irec ted  to p roduc e 

c opy of the deposition, the same was not p lac ed  before this Court 

enab ling  this Court to look into the evidenc e as to whether any 

founda tion has been la id  with reasons for g rant of ma intenanc e 

from the da te of the petition. In the absenc e of the same, this Court 

is not ab le to dec ide the issue ra ised  by the c ounsel for the 

petitioners. Thus, there a re no merits in the c rimina l revision c ase. 

 Ac c ord ing ly, the Crimina l Revision Case is d ismissed . 

Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, sha ll stand  c losed .  

 

                                                      

_______________________ 

                           JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAO 

 

Date: 04/ 09/ 2018 
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