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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH

(Special Original Jurisdiction)

MONDAY,THE  EIGHTH DAY OF DECEMBER 
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE SUBHENDU SAMANTA

CRIMINAL REVISION CASE NO: 

Between: 

1. M.NARSIMHA RAO, PRAKASAM DT.,, S/O. LAXRNAIAH, , RPF 
CONSTABLE, R/O. CHINAGANJAM VILLAGE AND MANDAL, 
PRAKASAM DISTRICT. 

 

1. M USHASREE D/O. M.NARASIMHAR AGE 9 YEARS, BEING MINOR 
REP. BY GUARDIAN 
CHILAKALURIPET, GUNTUR DISTRICT.

2. THE STATE OF A P, REP. BY ITS PUBLIC PROSECUTOR, HIGH 
COURT, HYDERABAD.

 

Counsel for the Petitioner:

1. K MANIKYALA RAO 

Counsel for the Respondent(S):

1. GINJUPALLI SUBBA RAO

2. PUBLIC PROSECUTOR (AP)

 

 

 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH
AT AMARAVATI 

(Special Original Jurisdiction) 

MONDAY,THE  EIGHTH DAY OF DECEMBER  
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE 

PRESENT 

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE SUBHENDU SAMANTA

CRIMINAL REVISION CASE NO: 2925 OF 2016 

M.NARSIMHA RAO, PRAKASAM DT.,, S/O. LAXRNAIAH, , RPF 
CONSTABLE, R/O. CHINAGANJAM VILLAGE AND MANDAL, 
PRAKASAM DISTRICT.  

...PETITIONER

AND 

M USHASREE D/O. M.NARASIMHAR AGE 9 YEARS, BEING MINOR 
REP. BY GUARDIAN .SEETHARAVARNMA,  R/O. SUBBAIAH THOTA, 
CHILAKALURIPET, GUNTUR DISTRICT. 

THE STATE OF A P, REP. BY ITS PUBLIC PROSECUTOR, HIGH 
COURT, HYDERABAD. 

...RESPONDENT(S):

Counsel for the Petitioner: 

Counsel for the Respondent(S): 

GINJUPALLI SUBBA RAO 

PUBLIC PROSECUTOR (AP) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH 
[3560] 

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE SUBHENDU SAMANTA 

M.NARSIMHA RAO, PRAKASAM DT.,, S/O. LAXRNAIAH, , RPF 
CONSTABLE, R/O. CHINAGANJAM VILLAGE AND MANDAL, 

...PETITIONER 

M USHASREE D/O. M.NARASIMHAR AGE 9 YEARS, BEING MINOR 
.SEETHARAVARNMA,  R/O. SUBBAIAH THOTA, 

THE STATE OF A P, REP. BY ITS PUBLIC PROSECUTOR, HIGH 

...RESPONDENT(S): 



 

The Court made the following Order : 

 None appears on behalf of the Petitioner. Today, the matter is being 

listed under the caption “For Dismissal”.  

 2. It appears that against the finding of an order for granting 

maintenance by the learned Trial Court, the instant Criminal Revision Case 

has been preferred. 

 3. I have perused the order passed by the learned Trial Court. 

 4. On careful observation of the findings, it appears that learned Trial 

Court has directed the Petitioner to pay an amount of Rs. 8,000/- per month 

towards maintenance to the Respondent No.1 by fixing several points for 

determination. The order of granting maintenance has also mentioned the 

evidentiary value of the witnesses in detail and the documents placed by the 

parties has also been scanned. 

 5. On careful perusal of the observation of the learned Trail Court, it 

appears that the Trial Court has specifically decided the grounds of Petition as 

mentioned by the Petitioner, he has also decided on the point for 

determination. I find no illegality and impropriety in the order itself. 

 6. Considering the same, I find no justification to interfere with the order 

of granting maintenance passed by the learned Trial Court.  



 7. Under the above observation, the instant Criminal Revision Case is 

dismissed as devoid of merit. The order of suspension of sentence passed by 

this Court during pendency of the instant Criminal Revision Case is hereby 

revoked. Since the Petitioner is not present before this Court, let a copy of this 

order be served upon the learned Trial Court for ready reference.  

 As a sequel, miscellaneous applications pending, if any, shall stand 

closed.   

______________________ 
SUBHENDU SAMANTA, J 

 
Date: 08.12.2025 
 
Note: Issue C.C by 11.12.2025 
B/o 
KS 
 
 
 

 
 


