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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD

WRIT - C No. - 23993 of 2026

Mukund Tripathi @ Praveen Dev And Another

..... Petitioner(s)
Versus
State Of U.P. And 3 Others
..... Respondent(s)
Counsel for Petitioner(s) : Ganesh Mani
Counsel for Respondent(s) . C.SC.

Court No. - 36
HON'BLE SAURABH SHYAM SHAMSHERY, J.

1. Heard Sri Ganesh Mani, learned counsel for the petitioners and Sri
P.Tripathi, learned Standing Counsel.

2. Petitioners before this Court are sons of contesting respondent.

3. Contesting respondent has initiated proceedings under Section 7 (1) of
Uttar Pradesh Maintenance and Welfare Act, 2007 and the Prescribed
Authority vide an order dated 4.12.2024 alowed the petition partly.
Relevant part of said order is reproduced hereinafter:

"IGYh fAdTAT Td UATEell TR IUCTsy 18l o UALIUT & IWId H 29
TSRy TR Ugdl g fob ATieT gRT UEqd e ik LR foham ST ¢ |
TfqaTenToT Tee 1@ 3 &t IR o e @ o arfeit <t \rg <t 10
ARG & gd 2500%0-2500%0 UIdHTE BEddiRd el FTd he qe
HHM TR 34 TR TR GATEl O Fohd HAGR R F Qqi~dgddh
TATES T fehdl ot TR &1 Shis U™ - Ica~ [hal ST 3R 7 &l
et A IRIRe g TS ¥ F ydisd fear S sEa ATy
AT Tl Sl HARIA foRar Sar € o wfdardiTor @t At g
HehH H Al AT~ Ydeh ALATE H e I+ {ohal STdT € Ta arigHT
! UAATENTON gRT AR & ARG ®0 F Ydiied foar Sirar &
iAo o faeg IR Ue ArdT {UdT 3R aies ArTikenl &1 wRuT disoy
a7 el fHamTEett 2014 & =i ad ATIHRI Sl FIRT Fd g4
ST S AT YRS H BT SrAdTel el AT e ’Sad ol aiks
AT T ARSI <l gal TR 1 QMMigdeh IUHIT Y Heh TqT
T STia Td FFYTT ohT TREUT IR Heh | UAel! 91G HA[GTh hraaral




WRIC No. 23993 of 2026

e R 2l

4. Petitioners thereafter filed an appeal which was dismissed vide an order
dated 20.4.2026. Relevant part of said order is reproduced herelnafter:

"HR g1 IWT Uell & fagH sAfda<hiaT @l derl ol AT TT Ud AR AT
UATaelt o fafdad staeiier fomar T srdierelf grr sto-t ardiel § 4@ U &
el T ¢ fob R =rarerd A faawree arg 7 arfert gRT ISR = el A
TR foT T[oTRT it &t e oY faeg & anfet srfdraht & Ta ot 7iiq gaai
Zera Sl FFUl Fdt 9 aFT o9 fear frae wwed Te arfelt & ure ¢ fagef
TogstejoUdo Agdiah HFU-l & Tel 8 Iq- THI THI TR AR FT X Teh
3T TSt ERI ARSI P 81 Ieiea1d ¢ fob-

HRUT UINUT U4 ShedlToT ATAHTH hl €RT 16(1) & =il TeenuT & Tl 3T
gRT fad g Rafa ig aRs ArTikes a1 g ATdT-MUdr e <l ariE & 60
o & oftar srdiclia sfemor &t stdier o T ga%k sifafes sifafaan &
aftfd el & SF=did g HidT fUdT <l 81 7die s o SAfIRR UTed 81 e
AT g1 UTf 371esT e 04.12.2024 & of e forar o & fop anfertt
GIRT T JUH o HAd A ohl el Herd ST+ I AR IR T &
T T8l &1 T8 TIY AT AaTeh & SR fohell URAR H TFEARA el Tlehe AT 1UaT
3R ST & &1 SITST & dl Ul 31Te! ol fAdRur HraT fUdr a7 afes AnTives eur
TIYUT ShedTuT ATAATH & Sfaid -t foham ST Ferd &1 Sdtemelt grT uda il
WRUT NYUT & TR 7 gl UTRaTiees fodig & Tildd g1 3TaX =<aaread gRl
Teffa smeyr # srdtemeff bt FEfRra faar man & 36 wfdardt To 01 7 03 #E
10 R & gd 2500 & 2500/ aTfe-t i g=daRd deT GHYd Td 39
f~gden AT # forelt +ft TehR &l Sl ot SHae™ = a1 &2 3R 7 8l drl
F ANIRE 9 AHRGS U & Ydllsd [l ST g8 ATY AHTHY ol hl
fciRra foran an & fo afe arfeft & enfed gd srearas & sgaem Icu= fowa STrar
£ 3R AFfde 9 ARG $U & Udiisd fhaT STTar &, df Ufdarel & fasg Jovo
YRU-UIYO] ool Hamaet 2014 & S0l U AR JanT #ed ga
SHTdehe GET URISAT H BT FHrRIaTE! he1 A s foad ot aies amias
T AT <l g8 TRUTRT oAl QM1 Yeich IUHIT I ERET0T o Hah |

2 YR IR AT JUNIATIHRRT (FaR), IR TR gRT [ufid arg do &
202403410132043 &1 BFurét s g yemer Hrurdt # uifea smeer fien
04.12.2024 ¥ foreft ga8iv &1 awTear 7 UId g3 Teqa Jure e foma
ST =R ue faf dia udid giar @
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37d: IWIh T faa9=T Ud qeall & YR W G Hurét 3t ydior 29 anfe gt
T YRR ARE0T FHAUTST Faret 334 HIHT R o1 Tl YR TR gRT T
AU i 4RI-16 AA-[UAT T AR ARy WROT TNl {a=a9-2007
faferes ¥ & Wi = UTd ga A& ol STl 81 HAIGLT Bl YHTO Uid o |1
IR AT ohl TATGe! TR T bl U &f| 37 e ol U=l a1g
39T FHRdTe! Heg e &tl"

5. Both the aforesaid orders are impugned in this writ petition.

6.Learned counsel for the petitioners submitted that contesting respondent
Is their step mother. Sheis a practicing Advocate and normally residing at
34 Gayatri Nagar, Shaniganwa, P.S.Chakeri, District Kanpur Nagar along
with her younger son on rent. She has sold the property of their father and
got the sale consideration. She does not require any maintenance from
petitioners since sheis able to maintain herself in adignified manner.

7. Learned counsel for the petitioners submitted that contesting
respondent is influenced by her younger son and despite she is residing at
aforesaid address and petitioners are residing at 334, Bhabha Nagar,
P.S.Chakeri, District Kanpur Nagar, therefore, any allegation that
petitioners are disturbing possession of their mother is not justified.

8. Learned counsel for the petitioners further submitted that petitioners
are ready to give their mother one room for living at the above referred
premises, which consists of 4 rooms as and when she visits the place and
therefore, order of monthly maintenance be set-aside.

9. Learned counsdl further submits that Rs.2500/- fixed on each
petitioners is on a higher side since their monthly income is not so much
however, after arguing for sometime, learned counsel for the petitioners
on instructions submitted that in case this Court does not interfere with
the impugned order, outstanding amount from the date of order i.e.
4.12.2024 till date (for 22 months) which is around 1.1 lakhs be permitted
to be pad in easy monthly installments and they will undertake to pay
amount fixed regularly w.e.f. 1.10.2026.



WRIC No. 23993 of 2026
4

10. Court finds that aforesaid assurance is genuine. So far as merits of the
case is concern, Court finds that only on a ground that contesting
respondent is able to maintain herself, impugned order cannot be faulted
with as the amount is not on a very higher side and there is no order of
eviction, therefore, Court takes note of above referred undertaking and it
Is directed that petitioners will pay their liability fixed regularly w.ef.
1.10.2026. So far as outstanding amount is concern, same shall be paid in
18 monthly installments which shall commence w.e.f. 1.11.2026.

11. The above nature of order does not require that notice be issued to
contesting respondent as her right is protected.

12. With aforesaid observationg/directions, this writ petition is disposed
of.

(Saurabh Shyam Shamshery,J.)
August 13, 2026
SB

Digitally signed by :-
SANDEEP BHATTACHARYA
High Court of Judicature at Allahabad
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