
THE HON’BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

 

Civ i l  Rev ision  Pet i t ion  No .1 2 5 2  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/ wife, challenging the 

order, dated 01.04.2019, passed in I .A.No.34 of 2018 in 

O.P.No.112 of 2018, by the Addit ional Fam ily Court , Hyderabad. 

 

2 . The facts that  led to filing of this Civil Revision Pet it ion, in 

br ief, are as follows:  

 The m arr iage between the pet it ioner/ wife and the 

respondent / husband was solem nized on 19.08.2010 at  TTD 

Kalyana Mandapam , Liberty Road, Hyderabad.  Marr iage 

consum m ated and during their  wedlock, the couple were blessed 

with a boy by nam e Vishruth on 17.12.2011.  Subsequent ly, 

disputes arose between the couple and the pet it ioner/ wife left  the 

com pany of the respondent / husband and started liv ing separately.  

Subsequent ly, the pet it ioner/ wife filed O.P.No.112 of 2018 on 

01.12.2017 before the Court  below seeking divorce, perm anent  

custody of the m inor boy, perm anent  alim ony of Rs.1.5 crores and 

Rs.75,00,000/ -  towards m aintenance and educat ional expenses of 

the m inor boy.  Though conciliat ion efforts were m ade and the O.P. 

was referred to Mediat ion Cent re, no am icable set t lem ent  could be 

reached.  The respondent / husband filed his counter in the O.P. on 

10.12.2018.  The said O.P. is com ing up for rejoinder of the 

pet it ioner/ wife.  At  that  stage, the respondent / husband filed the 

subject  inter locutory applicat ion in I .A.No.34 of 2018 under Sect ion 

12 of the Guardians and Wards Act , 1890, seeking inter im  custody 
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of m inor son during weekends, public holidays and vacat ion.  The 

Court  below, vide im pugned order, dated 01.04.2019, refused to 

grant  inter im  custody of the m inor boy during weekends, public 

holidays and vacat ions, but  however, granted visit ing r ights in 

favour of the respondent / husband to see the m inor boy on every 

1st and 3 rd Saturday of the m onth from  03: 00 PM to 05: 00 PM in 

the office of Dist r ict  Legal Services Authority, City Civil Court  

Com plex, Hyderabad, and directed the pet it ioner/ wife to handover 

the m inor son to the respondent / husband on the above days and 

t im e and collect  back the m inor son on the above days and t im e by 

withdrawing herself to be present  with the m inor son at  the t im e of 

visit ing r ights.  Aggrieved by the sam e, the pet it ioner/ wife filed this 

Civil Revision Pet it ion. 

 

3 . Heard the learned counsel for both sides and perused the 

record. 

 

4 . The learned counsel for the pet it ioner/ wife would contend 

that  though the m inor child was reluctant  to m eet  the 

respondent / father, the inter im  custody was granted, which is 

erroneous and against  the interest  of the child and ult im ately 

prayed to allow the Civil Revision Pet it ion. 

 

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

respondent / husband would contend that  the inter im  custody of the 

child was given only for two hours on 1st and 3 rd Saturday of every 

m onth, that  too in the prem ises of Dist r ict  Legal Services 

Authority, City Civil Court  Com plex, Hyderabad.  That  will help to 

develop a bond between the father and child.  Furtherm ore, no 
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harm  or dam age would be caused to the interest  of the child and 

ult im ately prayed to dism iss the Civil Revision Pet it ion. 

 

6 . A perusal of the im pugned order reveals that  the Court  below 

had spoken to the part ies to the lit igat ion on different  dates before 

passing the im pugned order and detailed observat ions are recorded 

in the im pugned order.  The m inor boy – Vishruth is seven years 

old.  He is required to develop affect ion and bond with his father 

( respondent  herein) .  The love and affect ion of both the parents is 

required for the overall developm ent  of the child.  Grant  of inter im  

custody of the child to his father would not  jeopardize the interest  

of the child.  The Court  below had r ight ly exercised its jur isdict ion 

in passing the im pugned order.  There is no illegality or infirm ity in 

the order under challenge.  The Civil Revision Pet it ion is devoid of 

m erit  and is liable to be dism issed. 

 

7 . I n the result , the Civil Revision Pet it ion is dism issed.  There 

shall be no order as to costs.  

Miscellaneous pet it ions, if any, pending in this Civil Revision 

Pet it ion, shall stand dism issed. 

  
____________________ 
Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

18 th Septem ber, 2019 
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