
[ 32s41IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

IVONDAY, THE SIXTEENTH DAY OF OCTOBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY THREE

Between:

Chinta Vamshi, S/o. Lingaiah,.Occ_. Sottware Engineer in lnfosys Company, RIo.GachiBowli,Hyderabad, N/o. H.No.6-3_342, Cananinalar, namagiri Natgonda Townand Diskict.

.Petitioner/Respondent

Ifig St-ale.of Tetangana, *.p o1*,'* public prosecutor High Court for theState of Telangana At Hyderabad
Chintha @ lvlugitipaka Kavitha, W/o. Chinta Vamshi, R/o. Mogitipaka Viltageof Valigonda Mandal, yadadriBhongiri District.

:PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE SMT JUSTICE G.ANUPAMA CHAKRAVARTHY

CRIMINAL PETI TION NO: 1 489 0F 2023

r.A. NO: 10F 2023

..RespondenUPetitioner

Petition under Section 
-4g2 

of Cr.p.C praying that in the circumstancesslated in the lVemorandum of Grounds of Criminal peiition, ttre High Court mly UJpleased to set aside the lmpugned order passeo Dtd.11l0gt2O22 incrl.l\tl.P.No.z08 of 2022 in M c No 67f 2021 oy trrJ La-rneo Judiciar First crasslvlagistrate Ramannapel, yadadri_Bhongir District.

2

Petition under Section 
_4g2 of Cr.p.C praying that in the circumstancesstated in the Memorandum of Ground's of Criminal peiititn, the High Corrt ,lV O"pleased to Stay of a further proceedings in MC.No.6 tiozz ota.tltoal2o22 on thefile of Judicial First Class Magistrate it nr."nnrp"t, penoing disposal of theCriminal Revision petition.

^ This 
-Petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Memorandum ofGrounds of criminar petition and ,pon ir""iing 'the- 

arguments of Sri Ms B.RAMESH, learned Senior Co.ylTf representing S"ri H SWARTnLATHA, Advocatefor the Petitioner, sri s. GANESH, Assistant Fubric piosecutor on beharf of theRespondent No.1 and Sri V. yADU KRISHNA SAINATH, ,-.pr.".nting N/^ 
'Ki

KIRAN MAYEE, Advocate for the Respondent No.2

The Court made the following: ORDER
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THE HON'BLE SMT. JUSTICE G. ANUPAMA CHAKRAVARTHY

CRIMINAL PETITION No.1489 OF 2023

ORDER:

Tl-ris Crirninal Pelition is fiied under Section ,182 ol (. odc ol

Criminal Procedure (ior short 'Cr.l).C.') br thc

petitioncr/ respondent seeking to set aside Lhe impugnr:cl order

clatcd I 1.O8.)022 in Cri.M.l).No.708 ot 2t)22 in l,1.C.No.,r oi '2O)\

passed by thc .ludicial First Class Magistratc, Rar)r.rr inapeL.

Yadadri Bhon gir District.

2- Heard Sri B.l?amesh, learned Senior Counse) rcprcserrLing

Ms. R.Swarnalatha, learned counsel [or Ihr l)r]i'ir)ner-:

Sri S.Ganesh, Iearned Assistant Ptrblic l)r-osecutor for rcsPondent

No.I'Statc ancl Sri V.Yadu Krishrra Sarnath, lc:rtnCcl (ollnscl

represcnting Ms.K-Kiran Mayce, icarned courtsci lot ri suorrclcnL

No.2. Perused thc record.

3. The facts of thc casc, in briel, are that rcspondcnt No.2 in

M.C.No.6 of 2027 is the legally rvcclded u,ife of the pe tition. r and

their marriage r,r,:rs solemnized on O6.O3.202O as per FIindu rites,

customs and traditions. Prior ro thcir marriage, Lhe bcLrothal

cercmony rvas held on lO.O2.2O2O irl Del,isrcc Garclc:rs in

Vali.gonda Tou'rL and in thc said ccrcmony, al-i arrlollnt of



rc\-.d
(r,1c..J

alrlp l lSg 2O2:l

Rs.21.0O,0OO/- rvas frxcd as dorrr._\ OLlr of thc saicl amount, the

parents of respondent No.2 paid :rn arnounr of Rs.J,OO,OO0/_ to thc:

mothcr o[ Lhc petitioner on tl'rc vcr-\. s.Ilrc cla,t,. N.Ioreover, at thc

time of marriage, the parents o[ rcsponclcr.rt No.2 gavc 25 tulas of

gold, an amount of Rs.3,OO,O00/ for- put.t:lr:rsr: of marrierge clothcs

and lurther paid balancc amoLu.tt to\\,rlrds rkru.n.i.e., total amount

of Rs.21,00,000/ . It is furthcr :rllegcrl thert rhc marriage was

performed in a grand manner as i)cr thc rr.ill ar.rd s,ish of family

members of the petitioner and tllat thc parents ol respondent No.2

are very poor and thcy do rr0l lrave ntovable or immovable

propcrties. After marriage, thc pct itioner :rnd rcspondent No.2 lead

a happy marital life for only onc r]ro11th. 'l.hercafrer, the petitioner

along with his mother startr:r.l har:rssing her by demancling

additional dowry and also startcd ignoring respondent No.2, due to

which, the respondent No.2 is staying rvith hcr parents. As

respondent No.2 is unablc to maintain hcrsclf and as pctitioner

was working in Infosis companv ancl drawing a salary of

Rs. 1,20,00O/- per month, shc filecl M.C.No.b of 2O2l and

Crl.M.P.No.7O8 of 2022 in M.C.No.6 of 2O2l claiming an amount of

Rs.50,000/ as interim maintenancc per month. l\



4. Lcarnecl Scnior Counsel for the pctitioner

resp.)ndcnt Nc,r.2 and l.rcr familv mcmbers did not

(bl 1'he pctitionr:r hcrcin a dctailerd countcl clt:nr rrg thr:

avermenLs marlc in ttlc pctition bv I'ris u,ife (respond('nt frlo.2). tlut

there is no merl[ion about his earnings.

{c) Thr: trial Corlrt, after considering the ri.,,al conr( nri.lts

of both the parttes, granrcd interim maintenancc ol Rs.2-.000,1

per month to the petitioner.

(d) Aggnevcd bl, the same, the petitioner, u,ho rs thc

rr)spondcnt in Crl.M.P.No.708 of 2022 in M.C.No.(r of 202 1. lllecl

the present pctitiotl.

(lr lp
(i,\C J
r(, )O.t l

contcr r(ic:l lhaI

give r: rrr clor.r'n

as alleged by rr:s;rondcnt No.2 and that respondcnt No.2 is highl1.

an Assistant Professor. lt iscducated and shc also rvorked as

lurthcr contt:ndcd that thc petiLioner is

Rs.55.000/ :rs salary and that he has to

d rawing

take carc

arr erlnorrr-r t oI

ol his rnothcr,

rvho is a u.idou :rucl that thc trial Court, u,ithout cor-rsrrlcrinq:r1l tl-re

facts, granted an amount of Rs.25,O00/- to the l)cti{ior-rer as

interim maintcnance. Thercfore, he prayed to sct zr si(ic rhe

rmpuglrcd order datcd | ) .Oa.2022

5. On the other hand, learned counsel for respondcnt No.2 ficld

:1 detailed coLlnter rcitcrating the contcnts of thc p€ titir)n tn



l
(;AC. J

(,D 11S() 2O2-l

M.C.No.6 of 2021 and contencjccl that thc petrrioner is carning an

amount of Rs. 1,2O,OOO l_ pcr rnonth as on lhc d:rtc ol filing of

Maintenance Casc and that thc tria.l Cour-t has righfl-y granted an

amount of Rs.25,OOO/- per month to rcspondcr)r No.2 towards

interim maintenance. Thereforc, prayecl Lo dismiss the Criminal

Petition.

6. On perusal of record, it is eviclent that r1(,ithcr of thc partics

fileci their affidavits reflecting thcir asscts anr:l lia trilities. As per

the drrections of the IJon,bic Apcx Courl, u.htle grnr_rting

maintenance, the trial Court shall receive Lhc affidavits containing

assets and liabilities of both the parties al]d basing on the same,

the trial Court shall decide whether maintenanc:c should be

awarded or not. In the present casc, tr'rc (r-r:rl courr did .ot follow

the guidelines of the Hon,ble Apex Court. -l.hercfcrrc. the impugned

ordcr dated ll.Og.2O22 is liable to be seI aside.

7 . Accordingly, the impugncd order dated I | .O8.2022 in

Crl.M.P.No.708 of 2022 in M.C.No.6 of 2O2t passed b_," rhe .Judrcial

First Class Magistrate, Ramannapct, yadadri_Bhongir District, is
set aside and the matter is remaniled back to the trial Court. The

trial Court, after receiving the affidzrvits of both tl.le parties \,vith

rcspect to their asseLs and liabilities, shall consider rhc said



documcnts :1lr(l l)rrss zrppropri,rte orders \\'ithin a peri()d (-,I orte (O 1)

month frorn th(' (lirtc ol rcccipt oI a copy of this order.

G,\('. .J

alrlp I ;39 202J

8. In thc lcsult, rhc Criminal Petition is disJroscd of

[)cnrlrrrg rrrrscr'llant'otrs applications, il ant, shall stand

1

closcci

To,

//TRUE COPY//

Sd/. MOHD. ISMAIL
ASSISTANT REGTSTRAR
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The Judicial First Class tvlagistrate Ramannapet, Yadadri-Bhongir District'

Two CCs to Public Prosecutor High Court for the State of Telangana At

HyderabadIOUT]
One CC to SRl. R SWARNALATHA Advocate IOPUC]
One CC to [,4/s KIRAN tvlAYEE, Advocate [OPUC]
Two CD CoPies
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