
SMT JUSTICE T. RAJANI 

CRIMINAL PETITION No.11791 of 2011 

 

ORDER: 

 

 The c rimina l petition is filed  for quash of the order da ted  

22.07.2011 passed  by the Judge, Family Court-c um-Add itiona l 

Distric t and  Sessions Court, Srikakulam, c onfirming the order da ted  

25.10.2007 passed  in M.C.No.22 of 2007 by the Jud ic ia l Mag istra te of 

I Class, Spec ia l Mob ile Court, Srikakulam.   

2. Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for petitioner, Sri K.Bheema Rao, 

lea rned  c ounsel for respondents 1 and  2 and  the lea rned  Pub lic  

Prosec utor appearing  for the third  respondent.  

3. Learned  c ounsel appearing  for petitioner submits tha t though 

the 1st respondent is working as a  Teac her, the c ourts below 

erroneously awarded  ma intenanc e to the 1st respondent, without 

assigning any reasons.   

4. A perusa l of the impugned order goes to show tha t in 

pa ragraph ‘15’  of the impugned  order the appella te c ourt made 

c a tegoric a l observa tion tha t both the petitioner herein as well as 

the 1st respondent herein a re working as Teac hers and  a re earning  

members and  c onsidering  the submission made by the 1st 

respondent tha t there has been inc rease in the sa la ry of the 

petitioner and  a lso the 1st respondent to an extent of 50%, without 

assigning any reasons, awarded  ma intenanc e to the 1st 

respondent.  When the 1st respondent-wife is a lso earning by 



  2 

 

working  as a  Teac her, there c annot be any reason in award ing 

ma intenanc e to 1st respondent.  Therefore, the impugned order to 

the extent of g ranting  ma intenanc e to the 1st respondent @ 

Rs.1,000/ - per month is set aside.  The c ounsel for petitioner, 

however, does not ra ise any ob jec tion with regard  to granting  

ma intenanc e to the 2nd  respondent-c hild . 

Henc e, the Crimina l Petition is pa rtly a llowed . 

As a  sequel, the misc ellaneous petitions, if any pend ing , sha ll 

stand  c losed . 

____________ 

T. RAJANI, J 

Date: 03.12.2018 

Prv  


