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      THE HON�BLE SRI JUSTICE M.SATYANARAYANA MURTHY 

 
  

CRIMINAL  PETITION No.5943 of 2018  

 

ORDER:  

 

This Crimina l Petition, under Sec tion 482 Cr.P.C., is filed  questioning  

the Order d t. 16.10.2017 in Crl.M.P.No.556 of 2016 in M.C.No.04 of 2016 

passed  by Add itiona l Metropolitan Sessions Judge for tria l of JHCBBC-

CUM-Add itiona l Family Court, Hyderabad , granting  interim maintenanc e 

of Rs.7,000/ - to respondent Nos. 3 to 5 herein, who a re the c hild ren of the 

petitioner herein.   

 

The c ase of the respondents herein is tha t respondent No.2 is the 

wife and  respondents Nos. 3 to 5 a re the c hild ren of the petitioner herein 

and  their c ontention is tha t the petitioner herein fa iled  to p rovide 

nec essary ma intenanc e to the respondents and  c la imed  interim 

ma intenanc e @ Rs.10,000/ - per eac h of the respondent Nos. 2 to 5 herein.  

 

The petitioner herein as respondent before the Magistra te filed  

Counter a ffidavit denying the materia l a llega tions inter a lia  c ontend ing 

tha t respondent No.2 was working as Doc tor and  earning Rs.70,000/ - per 

month and  p rayed  to d ismiss the petition, but the tria l Court having 

c onc luded  tha t respondent No.2 is a  med ic a l doc tor and  denied  interim 

ma intenanc e to her while granting  Rs.7000/ - to the respondent Nos. 3 to 5 

herein, who a re the c hild ren of the petitioner and  respondent No.2, from 

the da te of petition till the da te of d isposa l of the ma intenanc e c ase.  

 

Aggrieved  by the Order granting interim ma intenanc e by the tria l 

Court, the p resent petition is filed  on va rious ground , but ma inly on the 

ground  tha t the amount awarded  as interim ma intenanc e of Rs.7,000/ - to 

R.3 to R.5 herein is exc essive and  tha t respondent No.3 herein a tta ined  
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majority as on the da te of passing the order and  requested  to pass 

appropria te orders.  

 

Und isputed ly, the petitioner is a  business man and  respondent No.2 

herein is a  med ic a l Doc tor.  Granting  ma intenanc e to the c hild ren is not in 

d ispute. However, the only d ispute is with regard  to the entitlement of 

respondent No.2 herein i.e., wife of the petitioner, who is p rac tising  as 

Doc tor.  The tria l Court ac c ep ted  the c ontention of the petitioner herein 

and  denied  ma intenanc e to her, but granted  ma intenanc e to the 

c hild ren.   Ac c ord ing to Sec tion 125 Cr.P.C., only wife, c hild ren and  

parents a re entitled  to c la im ma intenanc e sub jec t to p roof of other 

c ond itions, but the c hild ren during their minority or till they a tta in ma jority.  

Here, respondent No.3 was aged  17 years as on the da te of filing  

Crl.M.P.No.56 of 2016 in M.C.No.4 of 2016, but the Order was passed  on 

16th of Oc tober, 2017 by whic h time respondent No.3 herein bec ame 

ma jor and  from the da te of a tta ining ma jority, he is d isentitled  to c la im 

ma intenanc e as per Sec tion 125 Cr.P.C., Order of g ranting  ma intenanc e 

to respondent No.3 herein is limited  i.e. till he a tta ins ma jority.  The 

respondent Nos. 4 and  5 a re minors as on today and  they a re entitled  to 

c la im interim ma intenanc e.  

 

The other c ontention ra ised  before this Court is tha t the interim 

ma intenanc e awarded  to Respondent Nos. 4 and  5 is exc essive, but the 

respondents being the c hild ren of med ic a l doc tor and  business man a re 

expec ted  to ma inta in the same standard  of life as their fa ther lead ing 

and  taking into c onsidera tion, the p resent c ost of living  and  p ric e index 

and  to lead  the standard  of life being led  by their fa ther i.e., the petitioner 

herein, the ma intenanc e of Rs.7000/ - to eac h Respondent No.4 and  5 is 

just and  reasonab le.  Therefore, I find  no ground  to hold  tha t Rs.7000/ - 
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awarded  to respondent Nos. 4 and  5 towards interim maintenanc e as 

exc essive. 

In view of my foregoing d isc ussion, g ranting  ma intenanc e to 

respondent No.3 is limited  to the period  till he a tta ins ma jority while 

c onfirming interim ma intenanc e of Rs.7000/ - per month granted  to 

Respondent Nos. 4 and  5 herein.  

 

With the above observa tion, this Crimina l Petition is a llowed  in pa rt.   

 

        Misc ellaneous Petition, if any pend ing, in this c ase, sha ll stand  

d ismissed . 

                           

________________________________________ 

                                                   M. SATYANARAYANA MURTHY, J  

Date:   13-06-2018 

eha 
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