
 HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO 

                    CRIMINAL REVISION CASE No. 2548 of 2014 

ORDER:  

 

 Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner. 

 The p resent c rimina l revision c ase is filed  c ha lleng ing the 

judgment da ted  13.11.2014 passed  in Crl.A.No.55 of 2013 on the file of 

the Spec ia l Sessions Judge for Tria l of Offenc es under SCs. & STs. (POA) 

Ac t, a t Karimnagar, c onfirming the orders passed  in DVC No.40 of 2009 

da ted  04.03.2013, in award ing a  sum of Rs.5,000/ - per month towards 

ma intenanc e to first respondent and  her son.   

 The fac ts in b rief a re tha t the first respondent is the lega lly 

wedded  wife of the petitioner.  Their marriage was performed  on 

22.02.2007 a t Karimnagar.  At the time of marriage, the pa rents of the 

first respondent gave Rs.4 lakhs, gold , furniture, c lothes worth 

Rs.15,000/ - and  other household  a rtic les worth Rs.1,40,000/ - to the 

petitioner and  his family members.  After the marriage, the first 

respondent stayed  with the petitioner a t Hyderabad .  They lived  

happ ily for some time and  therea fter the petitioner and  his family 

members sta rted  ha rassing physic a lly and  menta lly demand ing to 

b ring  add itiona l dowry of Rs.6 lakhs.  When the first respondent was 

c a rrying  pregnanc y, the petitioner has not taken c a re of her and  even 

a fter delivery, he has not c hanged his a ttitude and  c ontinued  to 

ha rass her.  Even panc haya t held  was a lso of no use.  Sinc e the 

petitioner c omp letely neg lec ted  the first respondent and  her c hild , she 

was c onstra ined  to file the domestic  violenc e c ase on the file of the 

Add itiona l Jud ic ia l Mag istra te of First Class, Karimnagar c la iming 

Rs.10,000/ - per month towards ma intenanc e.  The petitioner filed  
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c ounter admitting  the rela tionship  with the first respondent, but denied  

materia l a llega tions made in the domestic  violenc e c ase and  

c ontended  inter a lia  tha t the first respondent is a  quarrelsome lady 

and  she used  to p ic k up  quarrel on eac h and  every trivia l ma tter.  She 

used  to c omment on the inc ome of the petitioner and  used  to leave 

his house on eac h and  every petty issue.  The petitioner to lera ted  the 

same with the fond  hope tha t on one day or the other, she would  

rea lize, but of no ava il.  He a lso sta ted  tha t, in fac t, the first respondent 

neg lec ted  him.  The first respondent demanded  the petitioner to stay 

bac k in her pa rents’  house.  Though, the petitioner ac c ep ted  and  

stayed  bac k in his in-laws’  house, a fter some time aga in they returned  

bac k to their house.  Bec ause of the a ttitude of the first respondent, 

the petitioner suffered  untold  misery and  he was humilia ted  and  

subsequently he lost his job .  Sinc e there is no c hange in the a ttitude of 

the first respondent, the petitioner filed  a  petition for d ivorc e vide 

FCOP No.24 of 2009 on the file of the Judge, Family Court, Karimnagar 

and  the same was pend ing.  The lea rned  Magistra te, a fter elabora te 

enquiry by orders da ted  04.03.2013 partly a llowed  DVC No.40 of 2009, 

award ing  a  sum of Rs.5,000/ - per month towards ma intenanc e to the 

first respondent and  her son from the da te of the petition.  Aggrieved  

by the sa id  orders, the petitioner and  others field  Crl.A.No.55 of 2013 on 

the file of the Spec ia l Sessions Judge for Tria l of Offenc es under SCs. & 

STs. (POA) Ac t, a t Ka rimnagar.  After hearing , the sa id  appea l was 

d ismissed  by judgment da ted  13.11.2013 c onfirming the orders passed  

by the lea rned  Magistra te.  Aggrieved  by the sa id  judgment, the 

p resent c rimina l revision c ase is filed .  

 Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner would  c ontend  tha t the 

orders passed  by both the Courts below in award ing a  sum of 
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Rs.5,000/ - per month towards ma intenanc e is exc essive and  without 

there being any materia l on rec ord .  Both the Courts below fa iled  to 

apprec ia te tha t there is no domestic  rela tionship  between the 

petitioner and  the first respondent.  Both the Courts below ought to 

have apprec ia ted  tha t the first respondent filed  report of c ruelty and  

harassment before the Polic e, Sana thnagar within the jurisd ic tion of 

Metropolitan Magistra te a t Miyapur limits for the offenc es under 

Sec tion 498-A IPC and  Sec tions 3 and  4 of Dowry Prohib ition Ac t and  

therea fter the first respondent, exposed  to menta l d isorder and  she 

was taken by her pa rents to Karimnagar, as suc h there is no domestic  

vio lenc e.   

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

the perusa l of the materia l on rec ord , the admitted  fac ts a re tha t the 

first respondent is the lega lly wedded  wife of the petitioner.  Their 

marriage was performed  ac c ord ing to the rites p reva lent in their 

c ommunity and  out of wed loc k, they were b lessed  with son.  As fa r as 

the evidenc e of PWs.1 to 3 and  Ex.P-1 a re c onc erned , they 

c orrobora te the version of the first respondent as fa r as the marriage 

and  the harassment meted  out to her by the petitioner.  Though they 

were c ross examined  a t length, nothing has been elic ited  to d isc red it 

their evidenc e.  The petitioner himself examined  as RW-1 and  

supported  his c ase, but fa iled  to examine any other person in support 

of his version.  On apprec ia tion of the evidenc e, the lea rned  

Magistra te, was p leased  to found  tha t the petitioner ha rassed  the first 

respondent physic a lly and  menta lly demand ing to b ring  add itiona l 

dowry and  therefore, there was domestic  violenc e.  Now c oming to 

financ ia l aspec t and  the earnings of the petitioner is c onc erned , in the 

c ross examina tion he has admitted  tha t he is a  software p rogrammer, 
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but bec ause of the menta l agony suffered  by him due to the ac ts of 

the first respondent, he lost his job  and  a t tha t time, he was not doing 

any job .  To support his c ontention, he filed  Ex.R-3 whic h is a  relieving 

letter from his emp loyer on his resigna tion.  A perusa l of the sa id  letter 

would  ind ic a te tha t he has resigned  for the job  and  the same has 

been ac c ep ted  by the emp loyer.  But, the sa id  letter does not ind ic a te 

tha t he has been removed  from the job .  Apart from the same, though 

the petitioner, has taken a  stand  tha t he lost his job , but bec ause of 

the qua lific a tion whic h he possess, it c annot be sa id  tha t he is 

unemployee and  not doing anything.  Be tha t as it may, even if the 

petitioner is not doing any job , he being  a  highly qua lified  and  ha le 

and  hea lthy person. He is expec ted  to ma inta in his wife and  son.  The 

sa id  mora l as well as lega l ob liga tion c ast upon, c annot be d isowned 

on the ground  tha t he is a  job less person.  In fac t, this Court and  the 

Apex Court, time and  aga in, on this aspec t held  tha t as long as the 

husband  is ha le and  hea lthy and  possessing  high qua lific a tions, is 

expec ted  to ma inta in his wife and  c hild ren. 

 Further, the lower appella te Court a lso a fter apprec ia tion of the 

evidenc e d ismissed  the appea l c onfirming the orders passed  by the 

lea rned  Magistra te.  In tha t view of the matter, the grounds ra ised  in 

the c rimina l revision c ase will not touc h the aspec t of either perversity 

or there is any pa tent illega lity on the fac e of the order.  Sinc e the 

sc ope of revision under Sec tions 397 and  401 Cr.P.C. is very limited , this 

Court is of the op inion tha t there is no irregula rity or illega lity in the 

orders passed  by the lower appella te Court.  Henc e, there a re no 

merits in the revision and  it is liab le to be d ismissed . 
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 Ac c ord ing ly, the c rimina l revision c ase is d ismissed . 

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

c ase sha ll stand  c losed .  

__________________ 

P. KESHAVA RAO,J 

Date:11.09.2018 

c c m 
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  HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO 
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