2026:AHC:161460

HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD

WRIT - C No. - 13644 of 2026

Smt Busra And Another

..... Petitioner(s)
Versus
State Of U.P. And 3 Other
..... Respondent(s)
Counsel for Petitioner(s) . Sudhanshu Kumar Mishra
Counsel for Respondent(s) . C.S.C.

Court No. - 75
HON'BLE DR. GAUTAM CHOWDHARY, J.

1- rEmToT o fage Afda<ht vd fage Tyl sifdeahl o g1 U9 UsAEel o
TRefter foram|

2- qIEINTOT T 3TR I 3T FTiehT & ATeAH I, JRNTUT Ueh YeATes e St aedl
I HIT R ¢ &, SIFH TITREIanToT ol Ufd 3R Uit & €U H FTiahliehdisl &
qrifayof daTfees Siiam & exaaiy = o o1 e foar S ud efta sifdenat
I g LT & bl AT <hl 7T ¢ Tob I ATIT0T hl FR&T UgH e

3- IR o fage Afda<h 4 deh da fan for areivmor 9a%e ¢ 3R 3=
AU 7Sl Ud HeAfd & o foredl ga1a o Ueh-gar o 1 faies 23.03.2026
el Hiker Afd-fearst & ferrg o fern € Ud Qi afd-ueil & ¥ § e Sitae
dld X 8 W@ &, TR0 9 AU 39 o GHL | UA-304 YR FHIE hl
vfafaf, aiker & Ty o= forar §, fS9sh saeied @ a8 Wy ¢ & At
RINTOT SIfelT §, ATt H 14U 7T e AT & Hg<h gath-THl gRT FHffd
1 IrEnToT oty faate & Usitewur & fau gem uifdewur & gHer 3mded
eI | 3ok AcATaT gg T SRy foRam 1 ¢ foh [Asi Tegarardr R aRaRr & 3=
TS IR gRT fohU 910 39 {318 & AR 81 7T & 37 399k &R ARINTOT ahl
YT 3 ST Vel & 3R 3¢ U fohaT ST T €, 3= STt ¢ fob fAsh ufdarer
3T YRAR & T & fau 3= v Iufga srear W o Iahdl g1 afe I8
AT I¢ GR&T UG T8l el , dl IRl Sita Wk H U Fehdl |

4- Tag 41.0d. 41, gR1 U dedi 9 HeAd ¢

5- TR 3Tesl UIRd foRdt S & gfoTa, fstt wfdardt & Aifed st et &
HIS AT el ©, TR ol 3R & Iufeerd fag srfdamei & ggafa 9
2 Re aiide o =arerd & HaHl & ATER 39 TR W sifan ¥u 9 AR
[ERIRE I




WRIC No. 13644 of 2026
2

6- HFHIT Isadd =T 3 &g [Huidl # a8 S ad o @ o STal ek dga
HR Tl dTfelvT & 3R I U1 T 237 A Teh A1 ¥E ¢ & dl I9ch HIdT Ul
i fordl ol off 37Tch A1 &+ | 5T e & ATUSR el ¢ | AT Jeaad
T gRT 39 999 | Gian Devi v. The Superintendent, Nari Niketan,
Delhi and others, (1976) 3 SCC 234; Lata Singh v. State of U.P. and
another, (2006) 5 SCC 475; 3R Bhagwan Dass v. State (NCT of
Delhi), (2011) 6 SCC 396, which have consistently been followed by the
Supreme Court and this court, as well as of this Court in Deepika and
another v. State of U.P. And others, 2013 (9) ADJ 534. The Supreme
Court in Gian Devi (supra) has held as under:

"Whatever may be the date of birth of the petitioner, the fact
remains that sheis at present more than 18 years of age. As the
petitioner is sui juris no fetters can be placed upon her choice
of the person with whom she is to stay, nor can any restriction
be imposed regarding the place where she should stay. The
court or the relatives of the petitioner can also not substitute
their opinion or preference for that of the petitioner in such a
matter."

7- 9 HIAe & dedi Ud YRR o gfeid 38 =amamerd o #d ¢ fob ariimr ges
e Tg o Tl Tad= & e foredt oft safek ol 3k anfeaqut Sftam-Fafe o= &
L&Y el hl AT 2 & St Afe rihTor & enfeaqui Sitg=-fAafe & «ig
HIY IcU~ BIAT & Al AENT Heidd aRY gfae areiterr/ giare areftera (
TSI To 2) A 3F AT I YHIUIG UfAffd o &1 dueh il 3R Ih
TgTRardl Fo 2 i FERIA fordl STl & foh 9 FRITOT <l deeplet TR UeH
H|

8- STl UcgRaldT sl Tg a1 UG <l St ¢ fob Al AT gy sfeiE W
U T SEATAS] BTG IT Tholl & dl d 39 37e &l a9 o+ & fou Repid
3TTAEH TR e o Tl Td=l gl |

9- Hio 3ITd AT gIRT ¢ T Fuiai (2006) 2 SCC 578 3R (2008) 1 SCC
180 Seema (Smt.) Vs. Ashwani Kumar, & 3[R MET T UsiiaheoT A{=ari
€, 3Ty AT T € icd & foh & Fe o 3faT 70T ISl o1 UsTieheT
AL TG F T GHAIYT | IS AN Jeetgd FHI-HIHT o 3R 30
faaTg 1 USTiReuT <Tel ohedl UTd &, i 39 AT & A 3¢ Ua ol T el
T THTS FHSH ST




WRIC No. 13644 of 2026
3

10- T TaE fohat ST € foh 3 —IrTerd = ARIATUT o hidd a1 W &g Mo
&1 fean € ofik =g smey forddt off v & aiiTor & foarg &t dyar & ) H Fig
9 7TEl H<h el g

11- IRk fewafurt & ary g Re Arfden fHEdmied o Siidl 81 Jed & dR | &g
31T & wiRa fehan 1 T &1

(Dr. Gautam Chowdhary,J.)
August 3, 2026
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