
                    HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO  

 
                  CRIMINAL REVISION CASE No.1453 of 2018 

 

O R D E R:  

 

 Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner and  the 

respondents 1 and  2.   

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

orders da ted  30.12.2017 passed  in Crl.M.P.No. 78 of 2015 in FCOP 

Nol. 537 of 2015 by the Judge, Add itiona l Family Court, 

Visakhapa tnam granting  interim ma intenanc e a t Rs.3,000/ - per 

month to the first respondent and  Rs.2,000/ - per month to the 

sec ond  respondent, pend ing the FCOP. 

 The b rief fac ts of the c ase a re tha t the respondents 1 and  2 

filed  FCOP No.537 of 2015 seeking ma intenanc e @ Rs.25,000/ - and  

Rs.15,000/ - per month to the respondents 1 and  2 respec tively, 

aga inst the petitioner on the file of the Judge, Add itiona l Family 

Court, Visakhapa tnam.  Pend ing the sa id  petition, Crl.M.P.No.78 of 

2015 is filed  seeking interim ma intenanc e.  The Court below, a fter 

c onsidering  the riva l c ontentions, g ranted  interim ma intenanc e @ 

Rs.3,000/ - per month to the first respondent and  Rs.2,000/ - per 

month to the sec ond  respondent by orders da ted  30.12.2017.  

Aggrieved  by the same, the p resent c rimina l revision c ase is filed . 

 Learned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner would  c ontend  

tha t the petitioner is doing a  very sma ll job  ea rning a  sum of 

Rs.3,000/ - to Rs.4,000/ - per month and  therefore, he is not in a  

position to pay the interim ma intenanc e as awarded  by the Court 

below.  Per c ontra , the lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for the 

respondents 1 and  2 supported  the impugned  orders.   
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 Having heard  both the lea rned  c ounsel and  a lso a  perusa l of 

the materia l on rec ord , inc lud ing the impugned  orders, it is revea led  

tha t the lea rned  Family Judge while award ing interim ma intenanc e 

have not d isc ussed  the financ ia l sta tus as well as the sourc e of 

inc ome of any of the pa rties.  As a  tempora ry a rrangement and  to 

have sustenanc e for the respondents 1 and  2, awarded  interim 

ma intenanc e a t the above sa id  ra te only during  the pendenc y of 

the ma in O.P.  In tha t regard , this c ourt does not find  any irregula rity 

or illega lity in the orders passed  by the lea rned  Family Judge.  The 

interim ma intenanc e as awarded  a t the above ra te, will not 

bec ome fina l or will it have any effec t on the orders tha t a re going 

to be passed  in the ma in O.P.  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 . 

 Ac c ord ing ly, the c rimina l revision c ase is d ismissed .  However, 

the lea rned  Family Judge is d irec ted  to d ispose of the ma in FCOP 

No.357 of 2015 itself within a  period  of four months from the da te of 

rec eip t of a  c opy of this order. 

 Misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll a lso stand  d ismissed . 

 

        __________________ 

      P. KESHAVA RAO, J  

 

Da te: 20.07.2018. 

CCM 
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