
HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE G.SHYAM PRASAD 

CRIMINAL PETITION No.2005 OF 2018 

ORDER: 

 

This Crimina l Revision Case is a rising  out of the order da ted  

21.05.2018 passed  in M.C.No.12 of 2015 on the file of the Jud ic ia l 

Magistra te of First Class, Bantumilli. 

Respondents 2 and  3 herein filed  M.C.No.12 of 2015 aga inst 

the petitioner on the file of the Jud ic ia l Mag istra te of First Class, 

Bantumilli under Sec tion 125 Cr.P.C. c la iming ma intenanc e of 

Rs.5,000/ - per month eac h to respondents 2 and  3.   The tria l Court, 

on c onsidera tion of the evidenc e of PW.1 and  RW.1, has granted  

ma intenanc e of Rs.3,000/ - per month to 2nd respondent and  

Rs.1,000/ - per month to the 3rd  respondent from the da te of petition.  

Aggrieved  by the impugned  order, the revision petitioner filed  

Crimina l Revision Case for reduc ing the quantum of c ompensa tion 

awarded  by the tria l Court. 

Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for petitioner and               

Sri G.Narasimha  Rao, the lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for 

respondents 2 and  3. 

Learned  c ounsel for petitioner submits tha t the petitioner has 

lost his emp loyment as he was removed  from servic e on 31.05.2018.  

In support of his c ontention, he p lac ed  relianc e on Form-Q, whic h 

reads as follows :- 

Under Sect ion 25-FFA of the Indust rial Disputes 

Act , 1947 (Cent ral Act  14 of 1947), I/ we hereby inform 

you that  I/ we have decided to close LINERS INDIA 

LIMITED (name of the undertaking) with effect  from 

31.05.2018 for reason explained in Annexure.  The 

number of  workmen whose services would be 
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terminated on account  of closure of the undertaking is 

289 workers (number of  workmen). 

 

The petitioner a lso p lac ed  relianc e on the Sta tement of 

Reasons. 

Form-Q does not show tha t the petitioner was removed  from 

servic e and  he is one of the members out of 289 workers.  The name 

of the petitioner does not find  p lac e in any of these doc uments.   

Learned  c ounsel for respondents 2 and  3 submits tha t the 

name of the petitioner does not find  p lac e in the a foresa id  two 

doc uments. 

The c ontention of the lea rned  c ounsel for petitioner tha t the 

petitioner is unab le to pay ma intenanc e as his servic es were 

termina ted , even if it is true, c annot be ac c ep ted  as it is the duty of 

the husband  to pay ma intenanc e to wife and  c hild ren in view of 

p roviso under Sec tion 125 Cr.P.C.  The c ourt below awarded  

ma intenanc e of Rs.3,000/ - per month to the 2nd  respondent and  

Rs.1,000/ - per month to the 3rd  respondent.  The amount granted  by 

the tria l Court is very nomina l and  the petitioner c annot c ha llenge 

the order passed  by the tria l Court by way of revision.  There a re no 

grounds to interfere with the order passed  by the tria l Court. 

Henc e, the Crimina l Revision Case is d ismissed .  As a  sequel, 

misc ellaneous petitions, if any pend ing, sha ll stand  c losed . 

 

__________________________ 

JUSTICE G.SHYAM PRASAD 

Da ted : 05-12-2018 

Prv 
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HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE G.SHYAM PRASAD 
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