
SMT JUSTI CE T. RAJANI  

CRI MI NAL PETI TI ON No .5 6 3 3  o f  2 0 1 1  

ORDER:  

 

This cr im inal pet it ion is filed for quash of the proceedings in 

M.C.No.187 of 2010, against  the pet it ioner, on the file of the Judge, 

Fam ily Court , L.B. Nagar, Ranga Reddy Dist r ict .  

 

2. Heard the counsel for the pet it ioner, counsel for respondents  

1 and 2 and the learned Public Prosecutor, appearing for the third 

respondent .  

 

3. The pet it ion, which is sought  to be quashed, is filed under 

Sect ion 125 of the Crim inal Procedure Code by two pet it ioners,  

who are m inors, represented by the their  m other, who is the wife of 

the pet it ioner herein. 

 

4. The counsel for the pet it ioner subm its that  there was a full and 

final set t lem ent  with regard to the m aintenance, before the Lok Adalat  

and the m other of the respondents received Rs.5 lakhs. The counsel 

for the pet it ioner subm its that  the pet it ioner is not  in a posit ion to lend 

any m ore assistance to the respondents than what  was prom ised and 

rendered by way of Lok Adalat  award. She further subm its that  the 

pet it ioner is undergoing Dialysis t reatm ent .  

 

5. The counsel for the respondents subm its that  the award was 

passed without  there being any knowledge on the part  of the m other 

of the respondents and that  she did not  go through the term s of the 

com prom ise. She further subm its that  Rs.5 lakhs, which was given to 



  2 

 

the m other, is not  sufficient  to m eet  the m edical expenditure that  is 

being incurred for the t reatm ent  of the second respondent . 

 

6. Though the aforesaid content ion that  there was no knowledge 

on the part  of the respondent , does not  find favour with this Court ,  

the undisputed fact  rem ains that  the second respondent  is suffer ing 

from  Aut ism . Sect ion 127 CrPC perm its alterat ion of m aintenance. 

Hence, it  is not  a case for quash of the proceedings in the MC.  

 

7. The counsel further subm its that  the pet it ioner seeks this Court  

to stay the operat ion of inter im  m aintenance granted by the Court  

below t ill the com plet ion of t r ial.  

 

 I n view of the above, this Court  is of the opinion that  the 

proceedings against  the pet it ioner cannot  be quashed at  this stage.  

The cr im inal pet it ion is dism issed. However, considering the peculiar 

facts and circum stances of the case wherein the pet it ioner is stated to 

be suffer ing from  Kidney problem  and is under Dialysis, there shall be 

stay of operat ion of the order of the Court  below grant ing inter im  

m aintenance to the respondents and the Court  below is directed to 

com plete the t r ial of the m at ter, expedit iously, preferably within a 

period of three (3)  m onths from  the date of receipt  of a copy of this 

order. As a sequel, the m iscellaneous pet it ions, if any pending,  

shall stand closed. 

 

__________ 

T. RAJANI , J 
November 15, 2018 
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