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HONOURABLE SRI  JUSTI CE P. KESHAVA RAO 

 

CRI MI NAL REVI SI ON CASE No .8 0 7  o f  2 0 1 8  

 

ORDER:  

 

 Heard the learned Counsel for the pet it ioner.  Though not ice is 

served on the respondent  No.1 as is evident  from  the t rack 

consignm ent  report , she has not  chosen to appear either in person or 

by engaging any Counsel. 

 

2. The present  Crim inal Revision Case is filed quest ioning the 

orders passed in Crim inal M.P. No.1538 of 2016 in M.C.No.326 of 2016 

on the file of the Addit ional Met ropolitan Sessions Judge for the t r ial of 

JHCBB-cum -Addit ional Fam ily Court , Hyderabad, wherein a sum  of 

Rs.10,000/ -  per m onth was awarded towards inter im  m aintenance to 

respondent  No.1 from  the date of pet it ion ie., 17.8.2016.  Aggrieved 

by the sam e, the present  Crim inal Revision Case is filed. 

 

3. The facts, in br ief, are as under:  

 The respondent  No.1 filed M.C.No.326/ 2016 against  the 

pet it ioner herein claim ing a sum  of Rs.35,000/ -  per m onth towards 

m aintenance, on the file of the above said Court .  Pending 

Maintenance Case, she filed  a Pet it ion in Crim inal M.P. No.1538 of 

2016, claim ing inter im  m aintenance at  the rate of Rs.35,000/ -  per 

m onth.   

      The pet it ioner  filed counter in the said M.P.1538/ 2016 and 

contested the sam e.  The learned Fam ily judge, after hearing the 

m at ter, was pleased to allow M.P.No.1538 of 2016 in-part  direct ing the 

pet it ioner herein to pay a sum  of Rs.10,000/ -  per m onth towards 

inter im  m aintenance from  the date of pet it ion ie., 17.8.2016.  

Aggrieved by the sam e, the present  Crim inal Revision Case is filed. 
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4. The learned Counsel for the pet it ioner  would contend that  the 

pet it ioner is unem ployed and he is not  having any source of incom e.  

He has been residing with his parents and it  is difficult  for him  to pay 

inter im  m aintenance as awarded  by the Court  below.  He also subm its 

that  there is no basis for arr iving  at  such quantum  by the Court  below 

towards  inter im  m aintenance. 

 

5. Having heard the learned Counsel for the pet it ioner  and on 

perusal of the m aterial on record, would reveal that  though it  is stated 

in Maintenance Case that  pet it ioner is doing business in  shipping and 

logist ics and earning an am ount  of Rs.1,20,000/ -  per m onth and 

get t ing rents of Rs.25,000/ -  from  various houses, nothing is produced 

in this regard.    On perusal of the order would also indicate that  no 

evidence is forthcom ing to the effect  that  the pet it ioner has been doing 

job and earning an am ount  of Rs.30,000/ -  per m onth.  I n these 

circum stances, the learned Fam ily Judge, as a tem porary m easure, 

pending the Maintenance Case, awarded a sum  of Rs.10,000/ -  per 

m onth towards inter im  m aintenance  so that  the respondent  No.1 can 

have the sustenance   during the pendency of the Maintenance Case.  

I n fact , the financial capacity of the part ies is not  discussed in the 

im pugned order  since  it  is only a tem porary arrangem ent  m ade 

during the pendency of the Maintenance Case, this Court  is not  

inclined to interfere with the orders passed by the learned Fam ily 

judge in Crim inal M.P. No.1538 of 2016 in M.C.No.326 of 2016.  

Hence, there are no m erits in the Crim inal Revision Case and it  is 

accordingly dism issed. 

Contd..P.3. 
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 However, the learned Addit ional Met ropolitan Sessions Judge for 

the t r ial of JHCBB-cum -Addit ional Fam ily Court , Hyderabad, is directed 

to dispose of the Maintenance Case (M.C. No.326 of 2016)  itself,  

within a period of four m onths from  the date of receipt  of a copy of 

this Order. 

Pending Miscellaneous Pet it ion/ s, if any, shall stand closed. 

_____________________ 

JUSTI CE P. KESHAVA RAO 

 

Dated: 18-7-2018 

gnr 
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