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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD

WEDNESDAY, THE SEVENTEENTH DAY OF SEPTEMBER
TWC THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

:PRESENT:
THE HONOQURABLE SRI JUSTICE K.LAKSHMAN
And
THE HONOURABLE JUSTICE B.R.MADHUSUDHAN RAO
IA No. 2 OF 2025
IN
FCA NO: 14 OF 2021
Between:
Pasham Venkataramana Reddy S/o Pasham Ganapathi Reddy, Occ.Pvt.
Employee, R/ 0. 1-6-17/30. Sreeram Nagar, Near Anupuram, ECIL, Ranga
Reddy District - 500062.
...Petitioner/Respondent/Appellant
(Appellant in FCA 14 OF 2021
on the file of High Court)
AND
Smt. D. Deepa D/o. Dandamudi Srinivas Rao, Occ. Private Employee, Flat
No.1604, BLOCK - J (TiTLIS), SMR Vinay Iconia,113-115, Masjid Banda
Main Rd, Kondapur, Serilingampalle (M), Telangana 500084.
...Respondent/Petiticner/Respondent

(Respondents in-do-)

Counsei for the Feudoner : SKI P KAVE KIKAN

Counsel for the Respondent : SRI V VENKATA KUMAR

Petition under Section 151 of C.P.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be
pleased to direct the Respondent to handover the child to him on every Sunday
from 9.00 am to .00 pm as per the orders passed by the trial court, pending

disposal of FCA No. 14 of 2021, on the file of the High Court,



The petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof and the order of the High Court dated
27.04.2025 made n IA No.1 of 2021, the Court made the following

ORDER

Heard Mr. P. Ravi Kiran, learned counsel for the petitioner -
appellant - husband and Mr. V. Venkata Kumar, learnad counsel for the

respondent - wife,

This application is filed by the petitioner - appellant to direct the
respondent to handover the child to him on every Sunclay from 9.00 A.M.

to 9.00 P.M. as per the orders passed by the trial Court.

The petitioner herein has filed O.P. No0.1200 of 2016 seeking
custody of mino- child, Sameek R. Pasham, who is agad about 12 years
at present. The said OP was dismissed vide common order dated
05.10.2020 by learned Judge, Additional Family Court, Hyderabad.
However, he was declared as guardian of minor son and he being
natural father i< having every right to visit his minor son. Therefore,
learned Family Court directed the petitioner to pick up minor child at
9.00 A.M. on every Sunday from the residence of the respondent and he
should drop minor son at the residence of the respondent by 9.00 P.M.
after reopening of regular Courts. Meanwhile, the petitioner can have
video chat with his minor son between 10.00 A.M. and 11.00 A.M. on
every Sunday and the respondent is expected to make necessary

arrangements.

It is apt to note that there is no challenge to the said order by the
respondent herein. However, the petiticner filed the appeai FCA No.14

of 2021 challenging the said order.

Learned counsel for the petitioner, on instructions, would submit
that the petitioner is in Hyderabad, whereas learned counsel for the
respondent, on instructions, wouid submit that the minor child is

studying 7'" class in Hyderabad.

Learned counsel for the respondent would contend that a direction

may be given to the petitioner, respondent and the minor child to
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appear before a Psychologist/Counselling Centre for the purpose of

assessing thair psychological conditions.

However, in the counter filed by the respondent, it is stated that
learned Judge, Additional Family Court, Hyderabad, interacted with the
child and on the dates of 23.06.2024, 30.06.2024, the respondent has
taken back when the child was showing his disinterest to go along with

the petitioner and for the same, the petitioner sought for contempt.

It is further stated that to the directions of the Court in the
contempt proceedings, the Court directed to produce the child
accordingly, the respondent produced the child even before the Family
Court. The attitude of the child was physically observed by the learned
Family Court and, thereafter, when the Family Court ordered to produce
the child before it on every Saturday cr Sunday to the visitation of the
child. The respondent even obeyed and brought the child to the
premises of fzarned Family Court. Even to the same, the child disagreed
to be in thé Court. Thereafter, while the Court was continuing to
produce the child, the respondent filed an alternative remedy of
appointing an Advocate Commissioner with the choice of places of the
child play and the same was also dismissed. At this juncture, when the
trial Court was still posting for the child visitation and as the child is not
cooperating, the respondent has reported same to the Court and

pleaded for the disposal of the contempt case.

It is further stated that as the same was not accorded, the
respondent has ieft with no option but for abstain to the proceedings of
the learned trial Court in a frustration. As the order was passed on
17.03.2025 by learned Family Court in the contempt proceedings,
neither the respondent nor her counsel was present as her counsel was

suffering from spondylosis for four (04) months.

On ceisideration of the said aspects only, vide impugned order
dated 05.10.2020, learned Judge, Additional Family Court, Hyderabad,
directed the petitioner to pick up minor child at 9.00 A.M. on every

Sunday from the residence of the respondent and he should drop the




minor son at her residence by 9.00 P.M. Now, the respondent cannot

oppose the present application.

There is n> challenge to the order dated 05.10.2020 in O.P.
No.1200 of 201¢ passed by learned Judge, Additional Family Court,
Hyderabad by the respondent herein. It attained finality.

In the ligh: of the aforesaid discussion, we are not inclined to
accept the roposal/suggestion made by learned counsel for the
respondent. Thearefore, this application is ordered. The respondent
herein is direct=d to hand over the chiid to the peflitioner on every
Sunday from 9.00 A.M. to 9.00 P.M. as ordered by learned Judge,
Additional Famiy Court, Hyderabad, vide common order dated
05.10.2020 in 0.7, No.1200 of 2016. 7 1
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> DEPUTY REGISTRAR

//TRUE COPY// A
SECTIONOPFICER
To,

1. The Judge, Additional Family Court City Civil Courts at Hyderabad (by
RPAD)

2. Smt. D.:_Dee ya D/o. Dandamudi Srinivas Rao, Occ. Private Employee, Flat
No.160;~E, BLOCK - J (TITLIS), SMR Vinay Iconia,113-115, Masjid Banda
Main Rd, Kondapur, Serilingampalle (M), Telangana 500084.

3. Pasham Verkataramana Reddy S/o Pasham Ganapathi Reddy, Occ.Pvt.
Employee, R/ 0. 1-6-17/30. Sreeram Nagar, Near Anupuram, ECIL, Ranga
Reddy Distri:t - 500062. (2 & 3 by RPAD)

4. One CC to 51 P RAVI KIRAN Advocate [OPUC]

5. One CC tc SRI vV VENKATA KUMAR Advocate [OPUC]

6. Two spare copies
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