
  

HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO 

 
Criminal Revision Case No.1378 of  2005 

ORDER:  

 

 Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner. 

 The p resent c rimina l revision c ase is filed  aga inst the order 

da ted  01.08.2005 passed  in Crl.M.P.No.16 of 2005 in M.C.No. 9 of 

1989 on the file of the Judge, Family Court, Sec underabad , 

enhanc ing the ma intenanc e from Rs.350/ - per month to Rs.1,000/ - 

per month. 

 The b rief fac ts of the c ase a re tha t the petitioner herein is the 

lega lly wedded  wife of the first respondent.  Their marriage was 

performed  on 02.12.1987 a t Hyderabad .  After the marriage, the first 

respondent sta rted  trea ting  the petitioner ind ifferently.  

Subsequently, the petitioner was nec ked  out from the matrimonia l 

house of the first respondent.  In those c irc umstanc es, the petitioner 

filed  M.C.No.9 of 1989 on the file of the Court of the XI Metropolitan 

Magistra te, Sec underabad .  The lea rned  Family Judge, a fter 

c onsidering  the c ase and  apprec ia ting  the evidenc e, by order 

da ted  08.06.1990 awarded  a  sum of Rs.350/ - per month towards 

ma intenanc e.  Aga in in the years 2005, the petitioner filed  

Crl.M.P.No.16 of 2005 under Sec tion 127 Cr.P.C. seeking 

enhanc ement of ma intenanc e from Rs.350/ - to Rs.2,000/ -.  In the 

petition, the petitioner has sta ted  tha t she is staying  in her b rother’ s 

house a t their merc y with the meager ma intenanc e amount as 

ordered  by the Court.  Sinc e the c ost of living  has been inc reased  

and  the ra te of infla tion a lso gone up  as well as the p ric es of the 



  2 

c ommodities has been inc reased  day-to-day, the petitioner was 

find ing  it d iffic ult to ma inta in herself with Rs.350/ - per month.  On the 

other hand , the first respondent filed  c ounter denying the 

a llega tions made in the petition and  c ontended  tha t he is d rawing 

Rs.5,176/ - per month a fter deduc tions.  In fac t, a fter taking  d ivorc e 

from the petitioner, he married  aga in in the year 1986 and  he has to 

ma inta in his wife a long with other family members.  The lea rned  

Family Judge a fter apprec ia ting  the matter, by order da ted  

01.08.2005 a llowed  the Crl.M.P.No.16 of 2005 in pa rt enhanc ing the 

ma intenanc e from Rs.350/ - per month to Rs.1,000/ - per month.  

Aggrieved  by the sa id  orders, the p resent revision is filed  seeking 

further enhanc ement.   

 Learned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner would  c ontend  

tha t the order of the lea rned  Family Judge is c ontra ry to law and  

weight of evidenc e.  The lea rned  Family Judge ought to have 

notic ed  tha t in the light of esc a la tion of p ric es and  the c ost of living , 

Rs.1,000/ - per month awarded  is not suffic ient to meet the day-to-

day expenses.  The lea rned  Family Judge a lso fa iled  to apprec ia te 

tha t the petitioner has to pay the monthly rents for her residenc e 

apart from ma inta ining  herself.   

 Having heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner and  from 

the perusa l of the materia l on rec ord , the petitioner spec ific a lly 

averred  with regard  to the emoluments of the first respondent a t 

Rs.10,000/ - per month.  Further, the first respondent, in his evidenc e 

b rought on rec ord  his sa la ry rec eip t vide Ex.B-3.  A perusa l of the 

sa id  rec eip t shows tha t the first respondent was d rawing a  sum of 
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Rs.5,176/ - per month.  In suc h c irc umstanc es, award ing 

ma intenanc e of Rs.1,000/ - per month c an a t any stretc h of 

imagina tion be sa id  tha t it is meager; more so, when the first 

respondent was a lready married  and  having family.  Be tha t as it 

may, the p resent revision is filed  in the year  2005.  After 13 long 

years, there is a  lot of c hange, not only in the c ost of living , ra te of 

infla tion but a lso the p ric e esc a la tion, in a ll wa lks of life.  In these 

c irc umstanc es, this Court is of the op inion tha t even if the amount 

as sought by the petitioner in the petition filed  under Sec tion 127 

Cr.P.C., is not suffic ient to meet the p resent day-to-day expenses.  

Therefore, this Court is of the op inion tha t there a re no merits in the 

revision and  the same is liab le to be d ismissed . 

 Ac c ord ing ly, the c rimina l revision c ase is d ismissed .  It is 

need less to observe tha t the petitioner is a t liberty to move a  fresh 

app lic a tion under Sec tion 127 Cr.P.C. seeking enhanc ement of 

ma intenanc e as per law. 

Misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing  in this c rimina l revision 

c ase sha ll stand  d ismissed .  

__________________ 

P. KESHAVA RAO, J 

Date:28.09.2018 

CCM 
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