
THE HON’BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

 

Civ i l  Rev ision  Pet i t ion  No .7 4 1  o f  2 0 1 9  

ORDER:   

 This Civil Revision Pet it ion, under Art icle 227 of the 

Const itut ion of I ndia, is filed by the pet it ioner/ father- in-

law of the respondent , challenging the order, dated 

24.01.2019, passed in I .A.No.399 of 2018 in 

G.W.O.P.No.26 of 2017, by the VI  Addit ional Dist r ict  

Judge, Godavarikhani, whereby, on a pet it ion filed by the 

respondent  herein under Sect ions 8 and 12 of the 

Guardian and Wards Act , 1890, read with Sect ion 151 of 

C.P.C., for grant  of visitat ion r ights to visit  his m inor son 

nam ely Julur i Deekshith, who is in the custody of the 

revision pet it ioner, the Court  below directed the revision 

pet it ioner to allow the respondent  to see his m inor son on 

every first  and third Sunday from  10: 00 AM to 12: 00 

Noon, at  the house of the revision pet it ioner, in his 

presence. 

 

2 . Heard the learned counsel for both sides and 

perused the record. 

 

3 . The learned counsel for the revision pet it ioner 

would contend that  the respondent  is an accused in a 

Sessions Case registered for the offences punishable 

under Sect ions 304B, 302, 498A of I PC and Sect ions 3 

and 4 of the Dowry Prohibit ion Act , 1961, for brutally 
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m urdering his wife.  The ward as well as the revision 

pet it ioner and his fam ily m em bers would be at  r isk in 

allowing the respondent  to see his son at  their house and 

ult im ately prayed to set  aside the order under challenge 

and allow the Civil Revision Pet it ion as prayed for.  I t  is 

further subm it ted on behalf of the revision pet it ioner that  

the Court  below m ay be directed to dispose of 

G.W.O.P.No.26 of 2017 expedit iously. 

 

4 . On the other hand, the learned counsel for the 

respondent  would contend that  there is no denial of the 

paternity of the respondent .  Though the respondent  is an 

accused in a Sessions Case, his r ight  to visit  his son 

cannot  be denied and ult im ately prayed to dism iss the 

Civil Revision Pet it ion. 

 

5 . I n view of the above r ival content ions, the point  

that  ar ises for determ inat ion in this Civil Revision Pet it ion 

is as follows:  

“ W h et h er  t h e o r d er , d at ed  2 4 .0 1 .2 0 1 9 , 

p assed  in  I .A.No .3 9 9  o f  2 0 1 8  in  

G.W .O.P.No .2 6  o f  2 0 1 7  b y  t h e VI  Ad d i t ion a l  

Dist r i ct  Ju d g e, God av ar ik h an i , i s l iab le t o  b e 

set  asid e?”  

 

6 . There is no dispute that  the respondent  is an 

accused in a Sessions Case, wherein he is being 

prosecuted for the offences punishable under Sect ions 

304B, 302, 498A of I PC and Sect ions 3 and 4 of the 
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Dowry Prohibit ion Act , 1961.  The t r ial in the said 

Sessions Case has not  yet  com m enced.  I t  is vehem ent ly 

contended on behalf of the revision pet it ioner that  his 

daughter (wife of the respondent )  was brutally m urdered 

by the respondent  causing several injur ies and there is 

apprehension of threat  to his life as well as the ward and 

other fam ily m em bers, who are the witnesses in the said 

Sessions Case, in the hands of the respondent .  I t  is 

further contended that  the revision pet it ioner does not  

want  the respondent  to visit  his house. 

 

7 . Under the given circum stances, m erely because the 

respondent  is an accused in a Sessions Case, his r ight  to 

visit  his son shall not  be denied.  However, the safety and 

security of the ward, the revision pet it ioner and his fam ily 

m em bers, is also a m at ter of param ount  considerat ion. 

 

8 . Under these circum stances, to st r ike a balance 

between the two conflict ing interests, the im pugned 

order, dated 24.01.2019, passed in I .A.No.399 of 2018 in 

G.W.O.P.No.26 of 2017 by the VI  Addit ional Dist r ict  

Judge, Godavarikhani, is m odified as follows:  

 

 “ Th e r esp on d en t  h er e in  i s p er m i t t ed  t o  see 

an d  in t er act  w i t h  h is son , w h o  is in  t h e cu st od y  o f  

t h e r ev is ion  p et i t ion er , on ce in  a  m on t h , f o r  h a l f  an  

h ou r , in  t h e op en  Cou r t  w h er e G.W .O.P.No .2 6  o f  



 

 

 

 

 

4 

 

 

2 0 1 7  is p en d in g , on  t h e d at e o f  h ear in g  o f  

G.W .O.P.No .2 6  o f  2 0 1 7 .  Th e lear n ed  VI  Ad d i t ion a l  

Dist r i ct  Ju d g e, God av ar ik h an i , i s a lso  d i r ect ed  t o  

d isp ose o f  G.W .O.P.No .2 6  o f  2 0 1 7 , p en d in g  on  i t s 

f i l e , as ex p ed i t iou sly  as p ossib le.”  

 

9 . With the above m odificat ion of the im pugned order, 

this Civil Revision Pet it ion is disposed of.  There shall be 

no order as to costs.    

 Miscellaneous Pet it ions, if any, pending in this Civil 

Revision Pet it ion shall stand closed.   

 

   

           ______________________ 

                 Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

23 rd October, 2019 
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