
HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO 

CRIMINAL REVISION CASE No. 1400 of 2017 

ORDER:  

 

Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner as well as the 

respondents.  

 The p resent c rimina l revision c ase is filed  aggrieved  by he 

orders passed  in M.C.No.22 of 2016 da ted  08.03.2017 on the file of 

the Judge, Family Court, Waranga l.   

  

The fac ts of the c ase a re tha t the first respondent herein filed  

a  ma intenanc e c ase vide M.C.No.22 of 2016 aga inst the petitioner 

herein for g rant of ma intenanc e a t Rs.5,000/ - per month and  for 

litiga tion expenses of Rs.10,000/ -, on the file of the Court of the 

Family Judge, Waragna l.  It is the c ase of the first respondent tha t 

the petitioner herein is her son and  her husband  Ramulu d ied  on 

04.02.2015.  Sinc e then, she has been resid ing  in the house whic h is 

an anc estra l p roperty.  The petitioner filed  a  c ivil suit aga inst the first 

respondent and  his younger b rother for injunc tion and  ob ta ined  

injunc tion orders with fa lse a llega tions by c rea ting  fa lse doc uments, 

on the file of the V Add itiona l Junior Civil Judge, Waranga l. On 

15.10.2015 the petitioner a long with his family members interfered  

with the possession of the first respondent and  threa tened  her with 

d ire c onsequenc es.  In those c irc umstanc es, the first respondent 

gave a  c omp la int, but the polic e d id  not take any ac tion.  On 

13.11.2015 the petitioner c ame to her house with anti-soc ia l 

elements and  thrown her out from the house and  loc ked  the same.  

Sinc e then, the first respondent is staying with her daughter.  She 
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a lso sta ted  tha t she is suffering  from joint pa ins and  unab le to move 

and  wa lk and  she has been inc urring  med ic a l expenses to the tune 

of Rs.300/ - per month.  Her younger son is paying Rs.5,000/ - per 

month from whic h she is unab le to meet the requirements and  she 

needs another Rs.5,000/ - towards her ma intenanc e.  The petitioner 

is working  as Assistant Branc h Manager, Margadarshi Chit Funds 

Limited , Waranga l and  d rawing monthly sa la ry of Rs.30,000./ - and  

there a re no dependants on him exc ep t the first respondent.  In 

sp ite of the repea ted  requests and  demands made by her, the 

petitioner refused  to pay ma intenanc e.  Therefore, she was 

c onstra ined  to file the ma intenanc e c ase.  The petitioner herein 

filed  a  c ounter-a ffidavit denying the averments made in the  

petition and  he spec ific a lly sta ted  tha t the first respondent is 

rec eiving  old  age pension of Rs.1,000/ - from the Government of 

Telangana  and  she has withd rew F.D.R. amount deposited  on 

16.09.2014 and  matured  on 15.09.2017 of her husband  and  

transferred  a  sum of Rs.3,18,000/ - into her savings bank ac c ount.  

The first respondent deposited  an amount of Rs.4,00,000/ - in D.H.F.L. 

Pramaric a .  The first respondent a lso rec eived  med ic a l 

reimbursement of Rs.3 lakhs spent towards med ic a l expenses of her 

dec eased  husband .  The first respondent has a lready filed  petition 

and  she has been awarded  ma intenanc e.  However, a  petition is 

filed  to set aside the order and  the same is pend ing.  To p rove her 

c ase, the first respondent examined  herself as PW-1 and  Exs.P-1and  

P-2 a re marked .  The petitioner examined  himself as  

RW-1 and  got marked  Exs:R-1 to R-3.  The Court below a fter 

apprec ia tion of evidenc e, by orders da ted  08.03.2017 awarded  a  
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sum of Rs.5,000/ - per month towards ma intenanc e and  a  sum of 

Rs.5,000/ - towards litiga tion expenses.  Aggrieved  by the same, the 

p resent c rimina l revision c ase is filed . 

  

Learned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner, c anvassed  tha t 

the averments made in the c ounter-a ffidavit rela ting  to grant of o ld  

age pension, withd rawa l of F.D.R. amount, deposit of Rs.4 lakhs in 

DHFL, Pramaric a  and  rec eip t of reimbursement of Rs.3 lakhs towards 

med ic a l expend iture a re not c onsidered  by the Court below.  Apart 

from the same, the first respondent is having gold  ornaments, silver 

items, and  she has got suffic ient amount and  she does not require 

any amount towards ma intenanc e.  However, the lea rned  c ounsel 

for the petitioner during  the c ourse of a rguments a lso fa irly 

submitted  tha t the petitioner is willing  to pay Rs.3,000/ - to Rs.4,000/ - 

per month. 

  

Per c ontra , the lea rned  c ounsel for the first respondent would  

submit tha t the sec ond  son of the first respondent is a lready paying 

a  sum of Rs.5,000/ - per month towards ma intenanc e for her mother 

and  the petitioner herein is a lso liab le to pay the same sinc e the first 

respondent is living  with her daughter. The first respondent is a lso  

suffering  from age rela ted  a ilments and  she is inc urring  more than 

Rs.3,000/ - towards med ic a l expenses every month.  

  

After hearing  the a rguments of both the c ounsel and  from 

the materia l on rec ord , it is revea led  tha t the first respondent is living  

with her daughter and  she has no independent sourc e of inc ome.  

The younger son of the first respondent is paying a  sum of Rs.5,000/ - 
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per month towards her ma intenanc e.  Tha t apart, the petitioner 

herein a lso deposed  tha t his fa ther has not bequea thed  any 

p roperty to his mother in the will exec uted  by him and  both the 

b rothers have to ma inta in her.  He a lso admitted  tha t his younger 

b rother is paying monthly ma intenanc e of Rs.5,000/ - to the first 

respondent.  As fa r as the deposit of F.D.R. amount of Rs.4 lakhs in 

D.H.F.L. Pramaric a  and  rec eip t of med ic a l reimbursement of  

Rs.3 lakhs by first respondent, no evidenc e is forthc oming.  

Therefore, it is c lea r tha t the first respondent c annot ma inta in herself 

sinc e she is not having any independent sourc e of inc ome and  the 

petitioner admitted ly refused  to ma inta in and  neg lec ted  the first 

respondent.  Insofa r as the quantum of ma intenanc e is c onc erned , 

the petitioner is under an ob liga tion to ma inta in the first respondent.  

Looking a t the p resent day c ost of living  and  the infla tion even to 

meet the ba re nec essities, the first respondent with limited  financ ia l 

resourc es of Rs.5,000/ -  being pa id  by the younger son, she c annot 

be expec ted  to lead  a  reasonab le good  life.  Further, first 

respondent is a lso suffering  from age rela ted  p rob lems and  she is 

inc urring  a  sum of Rs.3,000/ - per month towards med ic a l expenses. 

In these c irc umstanc es, this Court is of the op inion tha t there is no 

irregula rity or illega lity in the orders passed  by the Court below in 

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

the first respondent by the petitioner herein.  In these 

c irc umstanc es, there a re no merits in the c rimina l revision c ase and  

the same 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 .    

 The 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:07.06.2018 

Cc m/  kpm 
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