
 HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO 

                    CRIMINAL REVISION CASE No. 3081 of 2017 

ORDER:  

 

 Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner as well as the 

lea rned  c ounsel for the respondents 2 and  3. 

 The p resent c rimina l revision c ase is filed  questioning  the order 

da ted  27.09.2017 in M.C.No.296 of 2011 on the file of the Court of 

the Add itiona l Metropolitan Sessions Judge for the Tria l of Jub ili Hills 

Bomb Blast Cases-c um-Add itona l Family Court-c um-IX Add itiona l 

Metropolitan Sessions Judge, Hyderabad , g ranting  ma intenanc e to 

the sec ond  respondent a t Rs.7,000/ - per month from the da te of 

filing  of the petition i.e. 27.10.2011 till the da te of order and  

therea fter Rs.15,000/ - per month and  Rs.5,000/ - per month to the 

third  respondent from the da te of petition till 10.05.2012 on whic h 

da te he a tta ins the ma jority. 

 The fac ts in b rief a re tha t the sec ond  respondent is the lega lly 

wedded  wife of the petitioner.  Out of their wed loc k, they were 

b lessed  with the third  respondent.  Sinc e d isputes a rose between 

the petitioner and  the sec ond  respondent, M.C.No.296 of 2011 was 

filed  c la iming ma intenanc e for the respondents 2 and  3, on the file 

of the Court of the Add itiona l Metropolitan Sessions Judge for the 

Tria l of Jub ili Hills Bomb Blast Cases-c um-Add itona l Family Court-

c um-IX Add itiona l Metropolitan Sessions Judge, Hyderabad .  After 

full-fledged  tria l, the lea rned  Sessions Judge, was p leased  to pass 

orders on 27.09.2017 award ing ma intenanc e to the respondents 2 
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and  3, as sta ted  supra .  Aggrieved  by the sa id  orders, the p resent 

c rimina l revision c ase is filed .   

 Having heard  both the lea rned  c ounsel and  from the perusa l 

of the materia l on rec ord , this Court is not inc lined  to interfere with 

the orders passed  by the lea rned  Sessions Judge. 

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

the lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner seeks permission of 

this Court to permit him to file an appropria te app lic a tion for 

mod ific a tion of the impugned  orders before the Court below.  

Though suc h permission is not needed , but in the pec ulia r fac ts and  

c irc umstanc es of the c ase and  ac c ed ing to the request of the 

lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner, petitioner is g iven liberty as 

p rayed  for.  On filing  suc h app lic a tion, the lea rned  Sessions Judge is 

d irec ted  to c onsider the same and  pass appropria te orders as per 

law. 

 Misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing  in this c rimina l revision 

c ase sha ll stand  c losed .  

__________________ 

P. KESHAVA RAO,J 

Date:30.07.2018 

c c m 
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  HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P. KESHAVA RAO 
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