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Al & ATUES, MR fieaeauy 6t 4RT 144 & dgd sialky
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qIIiar

ARAT STeTeral | TSIRT =T 3R RUT-givor ot fAefzor foreht nfordia g7 @ =i, afes gt ueit & amfSie-
ar1fefen fRAMT 3fiR smasgehdrstt & dde gRT fhar SITdT 81 I=aad =arTerd 3 Rajnesh v. Neha (2021) &
21U o foh YRUT-TieoT A1 71 Se=3 i Stamaredt ot faarg g & SRoT SRedT a1 STaRETET & s 8,
T foh R uer ot EfSd ATl WIRCR AR gRem €fgdr (BNSS) &t 9RT 144 & dgd idRA wRor-uiwor
AT gRT hRidTa! & wifad I8 o R f&a1 S arel fa<iia ggrT ¢, o Aifew ardfier 8= & 60 iRai &
AiaR Mg ATt &1 RIS §IFT AT AT chl &FdT §IHT HTF fehelt STa-HTt Tl ROT-UIVOT UTed o O
ST @I TG, FRTd IThT W3 I dalfgeh BR & S TR oh SUR TS Sita SiiF o oy sioaf
g (Jaswant v. Rekha Rani (2025))1
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w1 &S Hgaareft & qo-uige & AfRAHR, IFAA 919 AT &... I - fawga RAsdwor

1. fasqd fascwor

qgEg RAgia

01 YRUT-UINUT fAYROT a1 I£:T 3R Tl

STETAd! ol UTAeh I8 g FATHT Te & foh faarg gert wr snfdra ueterr aRear a1 s &t fRfa & 71 o Smg;
gqh ufRor o1 i FAfSa ar “straitjacket" wrern A&l 8, Niranjan Singh v. State of Jharkhand (2623) |

02  TSTHST I AT o YR ATIGS

TSTRT 1 &Y A T A & g AATerd et Hed U I &1 &l chl qrrfoieh-3ifeier feafd, I7eh! Smasaehdg,
AerfOrer Ud SATaETich AIdId, arRdfdes S dT SAGIRAT SR HETehifd &l &2 @t e & T A1fee, Md. Irfan
Iraqiv. The State of Jharkhand (2023) |

03 ShHRISH SiteaTel o a1d &Y Tterrdar

SfterTaref} ohT ehTHehTST ST AT Shael AT Thi &THAT IGT IHch WRUT-UINUT h &Td ehl WTRST ehee ohl JATW SR gl &;
&4 G101 I8 ¢ foh o1 ITeh! 311 dqifges B o THIH THAT-STHeh Siid- &R §-1¢ 3@ & g vafwd 8, Aliya Begum
v. State of West Bengal (2024) |

04  TIchelchUT §eTth=TH hl STfariar

ATl aht &l el @ I7ehl ufaal 3fiR 3erRal @t arsdfaen faaror 39 arer "Affidavit of Disclosure of Assets
and Liabilities" sard &4 & 51T 9118 dTich 114 U™ hl Ugit IR $igeT & ST 9eh, G.C. Thipperudrappa
v. Lakshmidevi (2023) 1

o5 GeH ufd o1 Afdes 3R srpT el

R & § W 3R fAfera ufy sroet aeht & wRor-uiwur & Afdes 1R @ Shact T8 hgenk Tl oa Tehal foh ITh
YT 3119 &1 i3 A1eF T8l 8, Kurban Ali v. State of U.P. and Another (2023) 1

06 IUATHTH 144 [ CrPC 125 & dgd @Rd 3idfkd Jgd

3ARH RUT-TINUT & 3Tt ht AT arfiat g1 it akia § srfdmmd: 60 At & fiar Raeran s seasges g drfe
ST ULRR i gid A8d A Tk, Sachin Gofane v. Babita Nayak (2025) |

=rgraal & 38 &9 g frar
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w1 &S Hgaareft & qo-uige & AfRAHR, IFAA 919 AT &... I - fawga RAsdwor

gaf=a =araraa &1
gt

I= ITAg hY
frgad

g &1 &g

sfaoffa &= ar Farafrat

IIdH AT A A1 g foh “ROT-UtuT ArnfSies =g a1 f@wdn g1 Parvin Kumar Jain v.
Anju Jain (2024) ¥, T = ufd gRT A< qxaa ot fum ofk Sufia a1 Tad gerer
T TR TR ¥ STUT T Tt ch HRUT-UIN0T ekt dgTerx 1,45,000 30 ufa A1g famam gt
&R, Padmja Sharma v. Ratan Lal Sharma (2000) ¥ g RuiRa forar mar ik afe gt
ATAT-fUdT SRS &1, at ATSTfenT St & ¥RUT-UINUT 3T @& &1 o dd o SIJUTd & T
[ERIRSIEIENREY

I AT = Ufcl &l ehied (e Seflell et @RS &hd §Q ardfdes Hedieh TR I faa g1
IETERUT o [y, SATEIETE = =g = Deepak v. State of U.P. (2023) 3R Umesh
Kumar v. State of U.P. (2023) ¥ Ufadl gRT @& ot AN 'gerars’ a1 '&fF e Aeigy’ aaM &
TTa et TSt s T iifer & weer ofk arf et o Term o)

JeTeral A Ig W e § foh sigfae danfeen sl & T8 TR-TR SIRT 9=l & <l fagmfa &
oM & g, gd | UTd ToTR 9= T 916 i ShriaTsl # "setoff" a1 GHRISH AT AAET 8,
Balwan Singh v. Santosh Devi (2024) |

o foreY IRIT SwRT &% ST

e gt forr foreht Ay a1 IRT HRor & Wfedes T & ufd &l =R Ble &t & 3R 31T 38 @Il 8, af a8 T & g et
T UTWT e chl §ehaR -Tg! gt Taha! &, TeIfY ATl st & ifAhRI UR 3Tt UHTa T8l usdl, siar fo Ruhu Nurmina
Bibi v. Hafijul Rahaman (2023) & W fohar TaT 81
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wrABIS Sftaaareft & yu-uivor & AR, ITAA IATH AT F... II - wgifaf@s graaE

11. Gifafdes graym s

SECTION 144, BHARATIYA NAGARIK SURAKSHA SANHITA, 2023 — ORDER FOR MAINTENANCE OF WIVES,
CHILDREN AND PARENTS

Tg URT g2 oft & Afoe ot yafa ared Ra= aret afad gRT 3o+t Jufera ueht, a=ai ar Arar-fuar & forg a1fes Ror-
Y07 T FART HRUT-TINUT 3 hed chl QATeRT 2t &, 3R SfdRkH amdenl sl Afeg oIt g1 & 60 At & +fiar Fuem o fRdar
Exil|

"Section 144. Order for maintenance of wives, children and parents

(1) If any person having sufficient means neglects or refuses to maintain—

(a) his wife, unable to maintain herself; or

(b) his legitimate or illegitimate child, whether married or not, unable to maintain itself; or

(c) his legitimate or illegitimate child (not being a married daughter) who has attained majority,
where such child is, by reason of any physical or mental abnormality or injury unable to maintain
itself; or

(d) his father or mother, unable to maintain himself or herself,

a Magistrate of the first class may, upon proof of such neglect or refusal, order such person to make
a monthly allowance for the maintenance of his wife or such child, father or mother, at such
monthly rate as such Magistrate thinks fit and to pay the same to such person as the Magistrate
may from time to time direct:

Provided further that the Magistrate may, during the pendency of the proceeding regarding
monthly allowance for the maintenance under this sub-section, order such person to make a
monthly allowance for the interim maintenance of his wife or such child, father or mother, and the
expenses of such proceeding which the Magistrate considers reasonable, and to pay the same to

such person as the Magistrate may from time to time direct:

Provided also that an application for the monthly allowance for the interim maintenance and
expenses of proceeding under the second proviso shall, as far as possible, be disposed of within

sixty days from the date of the service of notice of the application to such person.

Explanation.—For the purposes of this Chapter, "wife" includes a woman who has been divorced
by, or has obtained a divorce from, her husband and has not remarried.

(2) Any such allowance for the maintenance or interim maintenance and expenses of proceeding
shall be payable from the date of the order, or, if so ordered, from the date of the application for
maintenance or interim maintenance and expenses of proceeding, as the case may be." Igd:

Sachin Gofane v. Babita Nayak
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wrABIS Sftaaareft & yu-uivor & AR, ITAA IATH AT F... II - wgifaf@s graaE

SECTION 25, HINDU MARRIAGE ACT, 1955 — PERMANENT ALIMONY AND MAINTENANCE

g YT fohelt oft darfgen facht ot uTlka e 7 a1 349 a1 fohddt +ft T3, aett a1 ufd & Saed R I Siad @R, 3119,
STaRT 3R URFEAfT & SR tR RIRR TSIRT =T AT ¥RUT-UTY0T UG - i STETerd i Tfa &t &

"Section 25. Permanent alimony and maintenance

(1) Any court exercising jurisdiction under this Act may, at the time of passing any decree or at any
time subsequent thereto, on application made to it for the purpose by either the wife or the
husband, as the case may be, order that the respondent shall pay to the applicant for her or his
maintenance and support such gross sum or such monthly or periodical sum for a term not
exceeding the life of the applicant as, having regard to the respondents own income and other
property, if any, the income and other property of the applicant, the conduct of the parties and
other circumstances of the case, it may seem to the court to be just, and any such payment may be
secured, if necessary, by a charge on the immovable property of the respondent.” 3gd: research g
# I man

SECTION 24, HINDU MARRIAGE ACT, 1955 — MAINTENANCE PENDENTE LITE AND EXPENSES OF PROCEEDINGS

AT &t 8 foiah U i W iR g o T8l 8l

"Section 24. Maintenance pendente lite and expenses of proceedings

Where in any proceeding under this Act it appears to the court that either the wife or the husband,
as the case may be, has no independent income sufficient for her or his support and the necessary
expenses of the proceeding, it may, on the application of the wife or the husband, order the
respondent to pay to the petitioner the expenses of the proceeding, and monthly during the
proceeding such sum as, having regard to the petitioners own income and the income of the
respondent, it may seem to the court to be reasonable.

Provided that the application for the payment of the expenses of the proceeding and such monthly
sum during the proceeding, shall, as far as possible, be disposed of within sixty days from the date
of service of notice on the wife or the husband, as the case may be." 3gd: Parvin Kumar Jain v.

Anju Jain
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wrABIS Sftaaareft & yu-uivor & AR, ITAA IATH AT F... II - wgifaf@s graaE

SECTION 125, CODE OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE, 1973 — ORDER FOR MAINTENANCE OF WIVES, CHILDREN AND
PARENTS

g URT Ui, Tl 3R ATaT-far ol TR 3R A=< § I & 9T Ueh @Rd RiT U Ul ohed! & fordeh dgd uare
Y G 1T A ekl ITeh YRUT-UINUT & folg are g1

"125. Order for maintenance of wives, children and parents.—(1) If any person having sufficient
means neglects or refuses to maintain — (a) his wife, unable to maintain herself, or (b) his
legitimate or illegitimate minor child, whether married or not, unable to maintain itself, or (c) his
legitimate or illegitimate child (not being a married daughter) who has attained majority, where
such child is, by reason of any physical or mental abnormality or injury unable to maintain itself,
or (d) his father or mother, unable to maintain himself or herself, a Magistrate of the first class
may, upon proof of such neglect or refusal, order such person to make a monthly allowance for the
maintenance of his wife or such child, father or mother, at such monthly rate as such Magistrate

thinks fit and to pay the same to such person as the Magistrate may from time to time direct:

Provided further that the Magistrate may, during the pendency of the proceeding regarding
monthly allowance for the maintenance under this sub-section, order such person to make a
monthly allowance for the interim maintenance of his wife or such child, father or mother, and the
expenses of such proceeding which the Magistrate considers reasonable, and to pay the same to
such person as the Magistrate may from time to time direct:

Provided also that an application for the monthly allowance for the interim maintenance and
expenses of proceeding under the second proviso shall, as far as possible, be disposed of within
sixty days from the date of the service of notice of the application to such person.

Explanation. —For the purposes of this Chapter, — (b) "wife" includes a woman who has been
divorced by, or has obtained a divorce from, her husband and has not remarried." 3gd: Smt.
Gulfisha Naaz v. Saiyad Sirazul Haq, Marryamma v. Shri Mani, Mohamed Sithick v. S.Razitha
Begam, Harish Chand v. Sarita Devi, Niranjan Singh v. State of Jharkhand, Irshadul Haque v. Ateka
Sowaid, Md. Irfan Iraqi v. The State of Jharkhand, G.C. Thipperudrappa v. Lakshmidevi, Jamil
Ahmed v. Khurshidan and Others, Shahzad Ali v. State of U.P., Deepak v. State of U.P., Umesh
Kumar v. State of U.P., Kurban Ali v. State of U.P. and Another, Ravendra Kumar v. State of U.P.,
Geeta Sharma v. Banwari Lal Sharma, Ruhu Nurmina Bibi v. Hafijul Rahaman, Aliya Begum v.
State of West Bengal
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IROT-TIS0T <ht 1A 7T e IH ufd <hY areafaes &ar
3R HETE ht AgT IRy

¥ROT-UT90T ShRfaTe! Hfered Uepfct hl & 3R ST S
Siterrareft et gRedm & s 8|

TSIRT ¥ <hl GaTedT G g1 foh Ot TFATseh 3R
IRTAEIh Site S Tah|

Rajnesh v. Neha* & ATUES! & STUR WR Ueil & ARYeh
TSIRT ¥ &t feiRoT|

et SR Jaferd et ot sRoT-giwor 1 e et gof i
TSI =maguT el gl

agfay et famel & siaraft wRor-utwor Ay &
ARG 3R UehdIheuT EeTth-ITH AT ST |

RUT-UYUT T Ie=F ST Sta=raredt sl Srcafdies @t
3R TR @ S=ET B

ST feRelt 4 shRoT & Wier T T 31T g arelt Uit
IRUT-TISUT hY §ehaR ol |

Uit Y arerfeizar &t st ofk ufa &t 3= amg wRT-
giyor § gfeg T TR &1

BNSS 4RT 144 & dgd 3idR® sRur-gryor o fHufRor ofa
& fa=fia emraT SIaR =maEd g

faf o= LAl & d8d Ted & S THATISH ey HROT-GTHoT
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Aliya Begum v. State of West

Bengal
WBCHCA0468392019

Rimpu Sharma v. Nisha
PHHC011081092024

Parvin Kumar Jain v. Anju
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g fAofg

Siafe sRur-utyor & fefror 8q 31 velf grr dufk gd
3T Ueh< 1eh 0T TthTHT ST 21

RIS 19 AT G U] ehT SROT-TIVOT &7 S1fhR 3R
ETaT JHT g1 g1 g1

Tt ShY AT ST AT AT hT &TFdT S&eh ToTRT 7<) &
SRR & e g

IRUT-TISUT GTHTSIeh ehedToTehRt U &, 7 fob Sfiamrameft
ot &fed et a1 IreM|

gfd GRT ST Fuft 3R aredfde o gum |

STETTd OTRT =T IGT Tehel! & |

e 3R HHTS: Ufd ohl Uil o Sl aht HRUT-TIS0T 3 &Rl
qof e a1l 81

RS ATT-OAT g1 TR F=a} & RUT-UIN0T T & I
T & SITUTd & TIET g

fRETE! AoIgR B & araT e aTel [er Ul &1 WRU-uiyor
&1 Afdeh ST T BT B
IIRT WRUT-TIVOT T hd THY Ufd i I=I A1adTiaen

Tirar iR ardfdes red Agayquf 81

e Gfder At ufd &t s1aet U 3R sl ol RUT-
TIoT 39 o ETfaed fARder g1

afed et arer & ufd @1 S e gt @t aRor-
TIYoT 39 o &1 Sifeard g1

TSTRT 9T 99 ohed T4 Ui Y 311, arafdeh eriat
3R SRS | Al 3TTaTeh ¢

BAATS ThT hTH h dTel & Ufd T Ul ahl SROT-TYoT
233 1 @R o1 g 81
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IV

01

02

. waﬂ-w 25 &9 wigd

Niranjan Singh v. State of Jharkhand

HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND - 2023-07-18

Tg HTHAT Yeh daTfeeh faarg ofR 9ROT-giwoT (maintenance) & Tefda 81 ufad & uRar =ImaTer, emae & 39 ST i At & oft
S od I 31T Tt 3R ArafenT =g & forg ufay A1 13,000 TUT a1 YROT-GINoT 24 oAt fAEer far mam ol ofd &1 adh ot fh 39
TifeT 81 fAre o1 3R I o A §, STaIfch Ut 3 STRIT e foh ufdy 7 38 3R a3 ot T i @ ok ag W a1 yRoT-utor
T | 3w g1

frofa AT A URAR <TATerd & 3TALT & SRR 3@ §G hal foh HRUT-UINUT q &t <l ehis AT BT 781 61 farerd
ot TaTt it arrfSies RS, Sexdl, Td= oy 3fiR ufd it arafdes &mar &R foaR & anfgul

“However, so far as the quantum of maintenance am ount is concerned, the same has to be decided on
the basis of income of 12 petitioner. 26. It has been held in the case of Rajneesh Vs. Neha and Another
reported in 2021 (2) SCC 324 at Para-77, 78, 79, 80, 112 and 113, which are as follows:- “Para-77:- The
objective of granting interim/permanent alimony is to ensure that the dependent spouse is not reduced
to destitution or vagrancy on account of the failure of the marriage, and not as a punishment to the other
spouse. There is no straitjacket formula for fixing the quantum of maintenance to be awarded.”

HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND - 2023 |id JHHC010121432019

Md. Irfan Iraqi v. The State of Jharkhand

HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND - 2023-12-20

g AT U] 3R IhT A1anfenT §é gRT Section 125 of the Cr. P. C. & dgd &R b 71T $RUI-UIyoT (maintenance) & g &
Geifda g1 Ut 3 TRy e o6 ufay = 378 varfed foman oik gt &t | ht, fSedh ShRUT 3 197 ATadh | Y8+ ot HoTeR & 1 gut SiR,
afd = gt & =R TR Hdg ST U HRU-UINUT & § Sehr feha 3R Sruit €ifia s e garer fean| et srererd 2 weai w

ferR = gu ufd et Fdsr e o ag st uet &t 6,000 @ 3R SE ot 4,000 U Ufdl H1E &1 YA | FRES Ied AT
F el SraTerd & 39 vl ot T8t g ofiR ufd <l SuRIfaes gARieror anf=ient (Criminal Revision petition) @t @TiRet &

frofa  =ATATAT A AT foh T Al TATSHT & SIRIUT o ST& ST TE X@T UcT 7R St aht +IRUT-UYSUT &A1 1T | =ITerd = Rajnesh
v. Neha 3 HTUEST a1 gaTell & g algxraT fdh HRUT-uTwuT 11 aragiRes 3R dgferd gt =nfeg!

“The respondent is directed to pay the maintenance of Rs.3,000/- per month to the appellant-wife as
ordered by the Family Court and also pay the arrears of maintenance payable to the appellant-wife
within the period of eight weeks.” 25. It has been held in the case of Rajneesh Vs. Neha and Another
reported in 2021 (2) SCC 324 at Para-77, 78, 79, 80, 112 and 113, which are as follows:- “Para-77:- The
objective of granting interim/permanent alimony is to ensure that the dependent spouse is not reduced
to destitution or vagrancy on account of the failure of the marriage, and not as a punishment to the other

spouse. There is no straitjacket formula for fixing the quantum of maintenance to be awarded.”
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03

04

05

HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND - 2023 Hia JHHC010186842022

Smt. Gulfisha Naaz v. Saiyad Sirazul Haq

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH - 2024-11-04

g HTHT U] ZRT Section 125 of the Code of Criminal Procedure & dgd &R RUI-GINUT (maintenance) i aiRier &
Gaifdd g1 Family Court 3 Ut & arat ot @iist a fear o1, dfthe s<iieTe ST <amarer 3 39 31T st Ueie f&am| =amare 3 /=1
foh u=ht gRT TITT 77T gt & SRy, R I dF-57 (occult process) 3 foIg ASTER deAT QA T, I8 TR Bie & forg IRa
THRUT S hed & | <IrTerd 3 T fobar fa Section 125 Cr.P.C. T 38T rTISIh <A1 UeT a1 3iR Iuféd gl &l A=ifda g
T T &1 TaTer A ufd i it fRfY ok Sfiem TR &t e | T gY 39k wROT-UIw0T & 1R i sReRR @

frofa =ATATTT A Hhffelt I o SMTeeT sl @RS &d §Y Uit & Y&l H WRuT-UIvoT 7 féwa| =amarerd = ehgt fah &R 125 CrPC
&1 Uepfal TiE 8, 3R SHeh! HXey Iy Iufaid ufeidl el STaRmTel 3R st & = g1

“Again the Hon'ble Supreme Court in case of Rajnesh vs Neha {2021 (2) SCC 324} has considered the
object of Section 125 Cr.P.C. and has held in paras 80 and 81 as under. ... 81. A careful and just balance
must be drawn between all relevant factors. The test for determination of maintenance in matrimonial
disputes depends on the financial status of the respondent, and the standard of living that the applicant
was accustomed to in her matrimonial home.36 The maintenance amount awarded must be reasonable

and realistic, and avoid”

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH - 2024 Ha CGHC010079392024

Marryamma v. Shri Mani
HIGH COURT OF DELHI - 2023-04-06

g HAET TSIRT 9T (maintenance) S <l aTfaieat ¥ Haifdd g1 arfeererdl It = Section 127 of the Cr.P.C. & dgd Family
Court ¥ 3rde férar 1, ag dch d gy foh I uf &t 3ma 7 g g5 61 Family Court 3 uel & a1d &t TWiehR &hd §Q TTSTRT A=l
400 398 ¥ ST 5,000 U ufa A1 e e ol

frofa =TT A AT foh TSTRT =T S@T <Al 3TSit 7 <1 Ul ahl aRFRATTAT # gu acaral &l stieher foham ST amfgq | kT
GIvoT =7 af 8T g1 A1y SR 1 8 a1 &A foh Tt TRl & Sfia S+l FeTeR 8t STg|

“The assessment and apportionment of the maintenance has to be done as per the Judgment of Rajnesh
v. Neha, (2021) 2 SCC 324 while deciding maintenance under Section 125 Cr.P.C. ... The maintenance
amount awarded must be reasonable and realistic, and avoid either of the two extremes i.e. maintenance
awarded to the wife should neither be so extravagant which becomes oppressive and unbearable for the
respondent, nor should it be so meagre that it drives the wife to penury. The sufficiency of the quantum
has to be adjudged so that the wife is able to maintain herself with reasonable comfort.””

HIGH COURT OF DELHI - 2023 Ha DLHC011646032018
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Shashi Ahirwar v. State of U.P.

ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT - 2021-09-15

g AT Family Court gRT Section 125 Cr.P.C. 3 dgd WIRU-UIW0T (maintenance) & iy fAafRa & & e arR & 18
Teh YARIETOT ATferenT (revision petition) & Teiferd &1 faelt srarerd = ufaardt ufa &t uet & fog 6,000 303 3R g e <t g5
Tt o fog 4,000 F0d 7 a1 SireeT fear o, Siafes gt 9 af ggiehR oY SR 71 €Y IT RUT-UIYUT a1 g4 fehaT o7 | =maTerd 3 uran fh
afd gRT St Y Me @7 T I THETOT A8 81 Rajnesh vs. Neha and Others & fem-fer &1 uree avd g, 3o =marerd A Uit
& forg A1 wRuT-giwor &Y AfA dt Tererk 8,000 IuT T e 3fiR =it & fory 3w mu emsr ol € o fan|

frofa =TT F Rajnesh v. Neha 3 HTIEST 3T U1 d §Y Uit oh folg HIRUT-GTNUT &t 12T i SigTes 8,000 03 Ut AT8
| =marera 3 T foRa ok M &t 18 St 3 Y T1ed 3 o7Ta | hdet et 3 &Td oht gt TR foRaT ST dehar 81

“There is no straitjacket formula for fixing the quantum of maintenance to be awarded. \" In Para-78
referring to the judgment of Supreme Court, it is held that \"factors are factors which would weigh with
the Court inter alia are the status of the parties; reasonable needs of the wife and dependant children;
whether the applicant is educated and professionally qualified; whether the applicant has any

independent source of income...”

ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT - 2021 g UPHC010717152021

Irshadul Haque v. Ateka Sowaid
HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND - 2024-03-21

g HIHT Ueh ddTigeh fadare & Fafdd & fSiad gt 8fk sl gIRT <R Section 125 of the Cr.P.C. & dgd ¥Rol-gryo
(maintenance) aTfreT &t Family Court gRT wieR &R ferar mar ar ufa 3 39 fofa &t gHd 3 gy ac R i ag st ot
3R F=at & 1Y @A HY TR & 3R I WST T 37T I8 W@ & | gTelifeh, =ITerd 3 U Y gefteli ot @RSt o e riifes aeat & e
o7 3 ufdr 3 1= uRaR & wRor-utwor & 3061 &t ofY | I=T =T 7 et SreTerd o YRUT-TINUT SR ohi SRR 3T, fSad aeit
%l 10,000 ¥ 3fR &1 a=dl et 5,000 T UfaHTg 37 o1 fAger fear wam ) =amarer 3 |7 foh uett ofR sr=at i enfdfes ffa sk
ufct &Y 3 et dad gy g Wgd 3fEd Bl

frofa I A AT foh S<dl Sl WROT-U0T WaH & o1 G e o el frder 8 ok g fheht o s & wefaa
Tl BT YROT-uvoT ot AYReT e ATt & Tred 3R uefl &hY srasgehdreii & TR WR g1 a1y

“The effect of a beneficial legislation like Section 125 CrPC, cannot be allowed to be defeated except
through clear provisions of a statute. We do not find manifestation of any such intention in the 1986 Act
to take away the independent rights of the children to claim maintenance under Section 125 CrPC where
they are minor and are unable to maintain themselves. A Muslim father\'s obligation, like that of a
Hindu father, to maintain his minor children as contained in Section 125 CrPC is absolute and is not at all
affected by Section 3 (1)(b) of the 1986 Act.””

HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND - 2024 |9 JHHC010176882020

Geeta Sharma v. Banwari Lal Sharma
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CALCUTTA HIGH COURT - 2023-07-31

gg A '3 fgar (Protection of Women against Domestic Violence Act, 2005) & dgd Sidfe IRoT-giyor
(maintenance) & T T & T&fAd &1 aTfacmreral A Aaelt saTerd & I ST St ATt & oft foras sRor-utwor 6y 7fy At
ST SATIT 7T AT | =TT = UTT ok ATfIehTehe] Al STeT-STeliT =TT & HRUT-GINUT & SIS T §Y & | Sherdhal Sed =rarerd
% Supreme Court & Rajnesh vs. Neha Aret # RafRa feanfdar 1 garar & gu el s @t e i fos ag =t #= &
TG HRUT-UTYOT &h fRA AT TS o SR Tt aeat o faeR ad gu A & <fte Rderr R

s =TT A fAder o i afe uett grr fafe= Al & dgd srev-sreT wRUr-utwor & are fohy 71q 8, at Srarerd! ot gd
3ent i AFA BT GATIIST AT "setoff" AT 1fRard §1 &) Uetl ZIRT TehdIehRuT thl §Ath-TTHT &I fehall STHT A1iRT|

“(i) where successive claims for maintenance are made by a party under different statutes, the Court
would consider an adjustment or setoff, of the amount awarded in the previous proceeding/s, while
determining whether any further amount is to be awarded in the subsequent proceeding; (ii) (ii) it is
made mandatory for the applicant to disclose the previous proceeding and the orders passed therein, in
the subsequent proceeding;”

CALCUTTA HIGH COURT - 2023 Fd WBCHCA0100752019

Balwan Singh v. Santosh Devi

HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA - 2024-08-20

g AT Section 125 of the Cr.P.C. 3 dgd SiaRkd sRUT-UINTT (interim maintenance) & ¥&fdd g1 Family Court % geit &t
gfaHTg 5,000 TUF T SFART ROT-GIN0T 7 a1 31T feam o, O ufay 3 gt & of | anfarerrerdt (ufdr) a1 aeh o fon Sk urer s
% e T8 &, wifcheT Ufdardl (Uet) = STRIY o1 foh 36ch UTd 7 Uahs Y ffH g1 =marerd 7 Rajnesh v. Neha o Rigidi et
FATCT & §T heT foh *RUT-UNUT BT S22 ST Siia=ameft t oemt & = &1 dfeh ufa i 3t smeR 781 i uran, saferg
ATATerd A el SfeTeld & 3Meer i SRR & g ATfaieht @MRst & |

frofa AT A Ufd &Y ATfIenT el @IRST ehd §Y SIaRH RUI-UIWUT & 3TeLT eht SRER T | =ATATerd = algT foh Sfdra
Stteareft hl EHR § TEAFT HRUT-UIN0T UTaeT ol Ui 3633 81

“The rival cord their actual respective earning at quantum of maintenance which is tus. The quantum of
maintenance succour to the dependent spouse and mes of the maintenance being either er of the two is
reduced to a life of allowance has to be determined by ing able to lead a life of reasonable”

HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA - 2024 i PHHC010352592023

Ruhu Nurmina Bibi v. Hafijul Rahaman
CALCUTTA HIGH COURT - 2023-10-06

gg "\ Section 125 of the Code of Criminal Procedure & Sidifd IR 9= (maintenance) ¥ 9afad g1 arfenrerdt gett =
gfet R AR 3R ARIRes UATSHT T STRIT &I §Q WRUT-UTNOT <l /i1 et oft | Fareft srarerd ofik srdiefia srarerd 3 et et arar
GRSt ar feam o1, wifchet ekt Aranfert 3¢t & g 2,500 F9 Ufcr A8 1 TSTRT =11 HoR fohan o111 Iea <ararerg = g fos Fereft
3reTerd! opT ag fsere Tgt ot fop gt famT foredt 3fRra swrRor &6 ufd 36 ary 38 @ 3R o Tt Y| gTeifeh, It Y et STeevdl ot
Ed gU, =TT A IR < Sl 2T Fg1eh 8,000 0 Ui ATg & &1, ST STargeR 2023 & Tt gt
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frofa  =ATATd = Ur foh feh Tt forT fohedt dor ot & W FU & 1= Arar-fiar & =R 3 6 oY, safy I9e sRor-
TIYUT kT ST WTRST BT gt AT| gTetifch, ATSTfeNT aidt & dhearor 3fR fR1ef & forg wRuT-utwoT <t fA &t FTee 8,000 FIud AR
fear man)

“In the present case, the wife/petitioner had been taken to her parents ' house for medical treatment but
after that she has refused to return to her husband, without any just or sufficient cause, as rightly held by
the Trial Court and the Appellate Court and as such the said findings require no interference by this
court. 14. But the quantum of maintenance granted in favour of the minor daughter, who is now aged
about 11 years is too low and accordingly the said amount is enhanced to a sum of Rupees 8000/-"

CALCUTTA HIGH COURT - 2023 Hd WBCHCA0285112019

Harish Chand v. Sarita Devi
HIGH COURT OF HIMACHAL PRADESH - 2021-06-26

gg "HaT Section 127 Cr.P.C. & d&d *RUI-GIv0T (maintenance) 1 # gfg & Tifdd 81 g1 ¥4 & Section 125 Cr.P.C. &
SieTa Ut R ST @t 2,000 Ui ATg i MY MTefed Sl 75 off | Tt AgTs 3R S I e & ==t o garen &d gg, Faeh
JTETeAd = 39 TR AT T10,000 3R £20,000 TR f&ar o1, 519 a1 & Appellate Court 3 dnfda & £12,000 &= & ofa =
39 gfe ot ATl & off, a8 deh 4 g foh ITeh! 311a A & 3R I WR ol o1 a1 g1 fermaet weer I=a =rarery A ufd &Y des AR &
wY H I 3 o &@d gy 3R I8 UTd g 1 ueht & U 31 ol hig Trist Wied gl 8, ATfaiehT i WIieT o e 3R wRor-uiwor
o™ & FAofa ot a8} sz

Rrofa AT A Sch AR & &U H HRRT Ufd gRT TSIRT ¥ 7 g o REaTh arR arfaen &t @iRst & fear =mared 3 &gt
foh &RT 127 CrPC & dgd ¥RuT-Utyur AfY § gRad= a1 s1fdeR afode &t &1

“The orders passed previously under Section 125 Cr.P.C. are not under challenge. The respondents are
only seeking enhancement in the maintenance amount awarded to them on 18.12.2010 in proceedings
under Section 125 Cr.P.C. ... Section 127 Cr.P.C. discloses legislative intent where the Magistrate is
empowered to alter an order passed under Section 125 Cr.P.C. Sub Section (2) of Section 127 Cr.P.C. also

empowers the Magistrate to cancel or vary an order”

HIGH COURT OF HIMACHAL PRADESH - 2021 |id HPHC010422682020

Sachin Gofane v. Babita Nayak
HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH - 2025-07-29

g ATHAT Ul RT R I T8 Yeh ORIk GARIET0T a1feient (criminal revision) & Teifda g, fSrae thitrelt Slé & 39 smeer at
AT & 718 off I gt 6,000 0¥ Ui A8 T SIARA 9ROT-UIN0T (interim maintenance) &7 a1 fAger far war o ofa =
Tt chl 31T AT GalTell &t §U RUT-UTYOT AFRA ehl e et bt HiTT 2t ot | =ararerar =t ur fob et el = ufa & e, srfefes feafar
3R Sfiage 1= & @af S8 gt urifiies Rl W TR oA & a1e gt a8 Sieer uTRd foham um| 3= <ararer 3 thideft did & smeer &
HIE AT gl UTS 3R GAI&T0T ATfIehT Bt WIS o T Trer &Y, Teifda thffieft i€ @t Section 144 of the B.N.S.S. & dgd
FHrRIaTe! Bl i 7R & fiar grT B e der e mar 1
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frofa  ATATTT = hifelt I ZRT Ut &t f2U 77T 6,000 IU Ufd A1g & fdRH wRU-UIWUT & 3T st IRT S| R 3
A1 foh SfaR# A8 s THT ufd <l 31, UeihRT &t arfSies AT 3R St a1u= & @it a1 dger Jat ol

“From perusal of the impugned order, it transpires that the learned Family Court after hearing both the
parties, decided the matter and passed the impugned order dated 16.07.2025, whereby it has partly
allowed the application and the applicant was directed to pay a sum of Rs. 6000/- per month as
maintenance to the non-applicant/wife. While passing the said order, the learned Family Court had taken
into account various relevant factors, including the income of the applicant/husband, the social and

economic status of both parties...”

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH - 2025 | CGHC0323922025

Mohamed Sithick v. S.Razitha Begam
MADRAS HIGH COURT - 2023-11-02

g AT Ul 3R &t gRT Section 125 of Cr.P.C. & dgd &R ¥RUI-UIVUT (maintenance) aTfe ¥ efed g1 ufd 3 a far ik
Jfeh ueit A Ugel 81 Domestic Violence Act & dgd eh AT« (D.V.C.N0.122 of 2016) 3R foha & 3R agi ¥RuT-uiyor ured e
B! 8, 3ufely I8 78 Al maintainable 8T 81 3= =M™ 7 Rajnesh v. Neha A & Supreme Court & i a1 gater
&d gQ el foh Ut fAf9a gt & dgd “RuT-utsuT et ardT R Tehdl! & 3R Yd h shriaral | U 12y &t ame <hl anfient # a3 aed
GG GHIANSIA fohaT ST Heh 81 <—IATerd A Ufd i 3113 3fR Sfiet &R @l d&d gu Family Court grT fAgfRa £30,000 & wRur-
UINUT SRl et SEXrT SR Iifer @RS e &

frofa  ATATAT A GIgX foh Ut gRT fAf 9= sl (S eRe féam sifafamm ofik CrPC emRT 125) & d8d TR RUT-GTwoT
iRt ot WIRST g1 fohalT ST TehdT| TG Y SrfaTe! | gd & g 17 smeer 1 gamite faar st anfgy|

“The Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case of Rajnesh Vs. Neha reported in 2021 2 SCC 324 held that in the
event of filing of maintenance petition, subsequent to the order passed in the D.V .C., proceedings, the
Court has no jurisdiction to dismissed the petition as not maintainable . ... If maintenance is awarded to
the wife in a previously instituted proceeding, she is under a legal obligation to disclose the same in a

subsequent proceeding f or maintenance”

MADRAS HIGH COURT - 2023 Ha HCMDO160751622023

G.C. Thipperudrappa v. Lakshmidevi
HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA - 2023-03-10

g HTHET Ufd gRT ST Tt eht SIaRHA RO-TiwoT (interim maintenance) &7 & et =ImaTerd & &1 &t FHT & & TR | T
afd T a3 T o ITRT A A & SR Ut A Tget & Cr.P.C. &Y Section 125 & dgd RUT-UINUT &1 Gk 3R Z1aT SRR fohaT gomm &,
SIS YRUT-UtOT & Tal ohT G1gR1d 81 38T &1 3= <AraTerd 3 urd foh et srererd a1 fAufa fomm vafe foxfra seenrt & ferar man
oT| YT A Rajnesh v. Neha ATt # Ieadqd =amarerd gRT AuiRa feenfdai @ arer axd gy, e sméer ot g o fear ok
ATH i aTd AT T T et Sroft TufRy SR ST Rt AT Shet ATelT BAhHTHT GRIR 3t ot f1aeT fam mam & arfes ot
giwor fRy 1 Fsmer fAefzor gt wadh|
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frofa =ATATeTd A OTa foh FRrelt sraterd et Sfdafe wRuT-utyur et et e gafe fa<fia SiHerr ok Uendtenzor gt &
aTRRe e T o1 =raTerd = &t vl et Srut duf ok S o feRur Uk e et fAder ad gy A amue W fea

“While there is a tendency on the part of the wife to exaggerate her needs, there is a corresponding
tendency by the husband to conceal his actual income. It has therefore become necessary to lay down a
procedure to streamline the proceedings, since a dependent wife... (b) Payment of Interim Maintenance
The Affidavit of Disclosure of Assets and Liabilities annexed as Enclosures I, IT and III of this judgment, as

may be applicable, shall be filed by both parties in all maintenance proceedings...”

HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA - 2023 |id KAHC010249372018

Jaswant v. Rekha Rani

HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA - 2025-03-19

g A ufd gRT Family Court, Palwal 2 39 ST&eT &l AT &=t & Heifdd & fS# uett et Section 125 of the Cr.P.C. & dgd
15,000 TUZ Ufd HTg T ¥ROT-GIUT (maintenance) e fohar T AT1 Ofd &l ddb AT foh et T Germ ofR rikd g, 39feit a8
IRUT-TIYUT hl ehaR gl & | I <ATaTerd 3 urdl foh ufd YR 941 & gacieR & ok 39! ATfies o 86,000 IUd &1 <IRTerd 3
T foRa foh Ut a1 IR B19T I8 ¥RUT-UIWUT ST STaT oheet © ST g1 ST | <IRITerd A et S1aTerd o STesl # ig Afe a1
g 3R ufa &t arfest @it w= e

frofa  IRITTT o T® fhaT foh Ul o dhad hRIRA IT hHTS: BIFT I HRUT-UIVUT UTT it & SR g1 a-1dT1 =aranerd = ufd
&Y YR T H endt 3R 86,000 IU &t ATk 3 i &&d §Y Uil &bt 15,000 20 Ufcy #7g & & AT el SRR @ |

“The provisions in Section 125 are intended to achieve this special purpose. The dominant purpose
behind the benevolent provisions contained in Section 125 clearly is that the wife, child and parents
should not be left in a helpless state of distress, destitution and starvation.” 8. The rival claimants must
scrupulously bring on record their actual respective earning capacities in order for the Court to arrive at

quantum of maintenance which is just and fair in terms of principle of equistatus.”

HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA - 2025 Hid PHHC010323132025

Aliya Begum v. State of West Bengal

CALCUTTA HIGH COURT - 2024-04-08

g AT Ueh daligeh f[Qare 9 Tafdd g 98 gl 7 ¥Ru-9iwur (maintenance) i Af gem & forw Riaster smde err faman

oT| gTAehTehal Uil = STRIT A foh Iq Ul 3R TR aredl A I8 Uarfed forar ok Iqah Stridhan W ahsent o foran, orees

1S g ST ATSTeNT SEY & T 37U A B g ettt | et srarerd 3 3@ ufa @18 3,000 Fud 1 Siafke sRor-utyor fean o, 59
39 AT SdTd §Y A & =T A Rajnesh v. Neha & Anr. A1et # Sdted <araTerd gRT Haffa feanfaden e garer &d
B e foh WRUT-UINUT Al Ie7 AT Staaredt t Rielt & =1 &1 =rrerd 3 /e sl YF: TS o forg AfSRge & ure 9t
feam afeh g AEst & srgar 3R wfy o &t s adk
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frofa AT A =TT foh Ul & ShRIRA 81 AT ShAT <hl AT ST AT & IThT ¥RUI-UIYUT ST STall WTIRST g1 foha ST
HehdT | TSTRT <1 ST g1 91y foh Tt 31+ ufdl & FAT Sftae TR ahl &1 3@ I |

“Where wife is earning some income The Courts have held that if the wife is earning, it cannot operate as
a bar from being awarded maintenance by the husband. ... In Shailja and Anr. v. Khobbanna, this Court
held that merely because the wife is capable of earning, it would not be a sufficient ground to reduce the
maintenance awarded by the Family Court. The Court has to determine whether the income of the wife is
sufficient to enable her to maintain herself, in accordance with the lifestyle of her husband in the

matrimonial home.”

CALCUTTA HIGH COURT - 2024 Fa WBCHCA0468392019

Rimpu Sharma v. Nisha

HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA - 2025-05-12

g ATHAT SIARH ¥ROT-UINOT (interim maintenance) & STIELT 3T AT & aTel Yeh GARIEOT ATHIeRT (revision petition) &
Tfaa g1 el i, uriua 3 arfRierrendf (ufd) @t ufaard) (aei) @t 6,000 U ufa A18 3R 39 f &=t @t 3,000 ¥ ufd A18
Tceh o feame & & a1 fder & am1 arfRienrerat & adh e fos gg f aiga sifeens & ofk Sadh! oma (42,881 3ud) 3k =3 (35,000
JUA) o IFUTT J T8l 81 ATerd q Section 125 Cr.P.C. & dgd |RUT-UINUT & FTHITSIeh Iea] U el &d gu T o fh 3g2a
Sfrat et RIS g1 & aram 8, 9Ty 8 a8 giAfga e ¢ foh a8 rau Rt gos et ot & et ot gfdmR A a9

frofa AT A el I & amaer ot Tt 7T faH ufd st Ut SR st o folg TRt =i 37 @t fger o1 =marer = SR
f&a foh sRuT-utwor it SARfaTE ot Ig T SMfET ht GRew 3T 8, 7 fob gER uet st difga s

“Another objective the legislature has sought to ach ieve by pendente lite to the applicant emerging out of
matrimonial disputes so that she/he can maintain herself/himself, have sufficient funds to pursue and
not suffer at the instance of the affluent spouse. There is a general tendency on the part of the wife to

conceal his actual income, making it difficult to determine the earning capaci ty of the rival”

HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA - 2025 Hid PHHC011081092024

Parvin Kumar Jain v. Anju Jain
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2024-12-10

Ig ATHe ufd 3R Ut & offF TeIRT 91T (maintenance) & faarg @ Gefaa g, Sit &t asren! & Sifdes T7a € S1elT 38 @ 9| =araTed
3911 o6 vell & i darfees Tey Ot ave @ gz o & ofik smul Tgnfa & qetres Y wedt &1 <ifes ufar ueh = damenht dtar
(CEO) & 3R ueft RISTR &, guferg =amarerd = Article 142 & dgd STt 1fakrdt o TaRT ahdt §Y Uit &l 5 &etg T ol TeheRd
e (permanent alimony) 3R 37k & <ht Y&t @ Re & g 1 aweig FU 37 o Simee | =marerd 3 woe fora fos danfgan
gTfAehT aTUH & § TOIRT 9 Y wrdara! THI @l gidl, ifeh Section 24 3R Section 26 of the Hindu Marriage Act, 1955
w@dd gl
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Rrofa  IeadH =TT A AT ok afd gRT sot foita fRAf ofk dufiat (Sie fAder ofiR iRy it o) vt SiiggTeny Uehdiaheor
T AT IR TeAd TSN AT Tk UfehdT eht THRIE et ol TR TATH T | Ut o Sidfe “ROT-giwoT at Sigrens 1,45,000
a3 forar mam|

“Reaffirming its position, the High Court underscored that the provisions under Sections 24 and 26 of the
HMA serve distinct and independent purposes—one ensuring financial support for the dependent spouse
and the other protecting the welfare of minor children. ... This Court highlighted that a husband cannot
evade his duty of disclosure by concealing assets, as financial transparency is critical to the fair

adjudication of maintenance claims.”

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2024 Hid ESCRO10006082024

12 Jamil Ahmed v. Khurshidan and Others
HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA - 2025-09-23

g AT\l Section 125 Cr.P.C. & dgd Family Court gRT Uil 3R seal aht HIf¥Ieh ¥RUT-GIN0T (maintenance) 9= &4 & 31T &
e erR Y 7 a1 @ Efda 81 ufa 3 adh o 6 3= ueh &Y Jormes ¢ fear o ofk g gafdaifea 8, suforg ag sror-giwor 6t
FhaR ol g1 BTelifch, =ATATeTd = UTa foh qetreh SR Ut o gAfdars o ara fnelt +ff fasgaiia e gr anfad 781 gg &1 39es sraran,
T 3 {1 foh Ofd Ueh TR it & 37R Ut oh UTS 311 ohl ohis Td= ATU gl & | JTHTSIh <1 o fAgid] ol & § 3@d
§U, AT = Ufel 2l gefted! ot @iRet & feam 3k Family Court & “RUI-TTUT TEST el SRR I

frofa AT A delleh 3R Uit & YATIETE & 3TYE ardl el @IRST ehd gY TRARI hA<l Ufdd & WRU-UIYUT ST el SRR
TN | =TI = JHT Sk ArATTSTen YRET YATHT T & ol ShedTurenit Tl hl SheTs & Ut fehdT ST a1ie gl

“The provisions in Section 125 are intended to achieve this special purpose. The dominant purpose
behind the benevolent provisions contained in Section 125 clearly is that the wife, child and parents
should not be left in a helpless state of distress, destitution and starvation.” 9. The rival claimants must

scrupulously bring on record their actual respective earning capacities...”

HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA - 2025 i PHHC010229522023

19 Padmja Sharma v. Ratan Lal Sharma
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2000-03-28

g AT ATAT-FUAT gRT 3799 AT s & $RU-TINoT (maintenance) & &R 9 Safed &1 =ararerd 3 W fhar fas Hindu
Adoptions and Maintenance Act, 1956 &t &IRT 20 & dgd, et far gt 7&l, afes Arar oft s a=at & yRor-utor & forg gam
7 T SR &

Rrofa  ITAdH AT = AT fob sl o YRUI-T9oT ht feRY haet foar &Y 8l afeeh smerstt Ardr i off gidt &1 g uatt
T I T & SR TR @1 oh! JATIUTT (39 AT & 2/3 3R 1/3) faefSia fopar Sm anfgul
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“During the course of hearing we have been told that the husband is employed as a clerk in the Reserve
Bank of India while the appellant-wife is a lecturer in a Government college in Rajasthan... Maintenance
has not been defined in the Act or between the parents whose duty it is to maintain the children. Hindu
Marriage Act, 1955, Hindu Minority and Guardianship Act, 1956, Hindu Adoptions and Maintenance Act,
1956 and Hindu Succession Act, 1956 constitute a law in a coded form for the Hindus. All these Act are to

be read in conjunction with one another and interpreted accordingly.”

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2000 Ha ESCRO10001692000

Umesh Kumar v. State of U.P.
ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT - 2023-03-29

g9 AT H AU (revisionist) 3 Section 125 CrPC & dgd il STareld gRT UTRd 39 31Ta2T ahl ATt & off fored &
SO Tt SR =l WRU-UOT (maintenance) & a1 A& f&am mam A1 geterorend| ot deh T foh a8 Uah fgTel AeTey & ok
fafRa 1 &1 A @ A s/ 81 =raTerd A Rajnesh v. Neha 3R 31 Tafdra Fofat a1 Seeia e gg we fohar fs g
e afeRT U Ut 3fR areal et wRU-Uiwor &3 & 31U Afdes S1Ric & Had 81 8 el | =amarerd = ura o fraedt srarerd = asft
et R AR frar o1 ofR gAterurend| araa # YiTaH @i | G&H 8| dagdR, 39 YAIET0T ITfIen el [UTsI AT Y @IRST &
fear mam

frofa  =ATATTT A Ufd & 39 dch ol @TIRST fohdT foh a8 chaet Gep &fAidh A it Aeigy 8, ifeh RIS &0 @ @< g1 & a1
g AT T 3R Sl aht ROT-TIWUT 37 & Afdeh holed § o<1 T8l GehdT|

“Learned counsel for the revisionist-applicant has submitted that the revisionist-applicant is a daily wage
labour, as such, he has limited means and is unable to provide maintenance fixed by the court to his wife
and children... In Rajnesh v. Neha and another, (2021) 2 SCC 324, their Lordships of the Supreme Court
have laid down the criteria for determining the quantum of maintenance... The plea of the husband that
he does not possess any source of income ipso facto does not absolve him of his moral duty to maintain
his wife if he is able-bodied and has educational qualifications.”

ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT - 2023 g UPHC011482412022

Neeta Rakesh Jain v. Rakesh Jeetmal Jain
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2010-07-20

g AT Hindu Marriage Act, 1955 @1 Section 24 o Siaifd Uit gRT |t 7T 3faRe “RO-TiwoT (interim maintenance) &

TEfd §1 gl 7 High Court gRT FeiRa 12,000 F92 ufd #i1g 6 A1f Y @t sroafed sard gg gt & offl Supreme Court = 7T

f&h High Court 3 ufa & areafdes enffes fAfa ofik STh! ST divrar wR faar =&l fakar) ufd ga CA, ICWA SR CIMA feifterst @

3R IT BT § MU U 7 A ofY, 3Tferg ITehT dhaet 30,000 FUF AIRYeh ST ot &raT Sifaya-ia g1 =mared 3 High Court
% TG ol 3E o feaT ok I8 e feam foh gt & wRoT-ulwor s or geft urifiies Jeat @l ea A wad gy g R @ e foman
ST
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frofa =TT A U foh I= Al ORieR (Wi, smsdisseyy) ufd &t st & A 30,000 F9 ATRRieR S i <l &rar
STy o1l =maTerd 3 7T {3 sfaRe wgd a1 FaRkor A # ufa 6 arafaes s emar a1 fAsaer geaied smasae 8l

“Since an order for interim maintenance by its very nature is temporary, a detailed and elaborate
exercise by the court may not be necessary, but, at the same time, the court B has got to take all the
relevant factors into account and arrive at a proper amount having regard to the factors which are
mentioned in the statute. ... In a case such as the present one, the stand of the C husband that he is
drawing salary of Rs. 30,000/- per month from the company since August 2005 is inherently improbable.
The husband is highly qualified; he is CA, ICWA...”

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2010 Ha ESCRO10007882010

Ravendra Kumar v. State of U.P.
ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT - 2023-03-27

g "HaT Section 125 CrPC & dgd *RU-GINUT (maintenance) & STaLT ahl ATdT & aTef SMURTfAeh gARIeTor arfeent (criminal
revision) ¥ Tefdd &1 GAIETOTeRd! = adh f&aT o7 o a8 Ues T Gfder et & iR 39k Uty Uet 8k 3é @t 5,000 F9 Ui A8
& & 1= T8 81 getifeh, =amaTerd 3 Repf€ iR et & SR WR ura foh gerierorehar &t A1fies omar 1,00,000 393 & 3R g Sroeit
Tt T SIET T RU-UINUT &het § W& 81 =RITerd A Rajnesh v. Neha & fRgidl &1 ures ehvd gQ et Siarerd & 31esr l Tgt
SEIAT 3R TTfIeAT ht ARE & 319Ta & WIS & feam|

frofa I A UTAT foh STSY ARl g1 oAl &TaT 3 aTet Ufdl &h /1fYeh S ar&ad & 1,00,000 393 off | =marerd 3
Rajnesh v. Neha o dgd RITfUd RIgidi o SR, Ufd hl aTedides 314 & YR R Uil 3R AT aht Ui #18 5,000 I 3 &
31T <hl Tl ST

“Learned counsel for the revisionist-applicant has submitted that the revisionist-applicant is a poor
contractual employee, as such, he has limited means and is unable to provide maintenance fixed by the
court to his wife and daughter and as such, impugned order p assed by the court below is bad in the eyes
of law being too excessive. In Rajnesh v. Neha and another, (2021) 2 SCC 324, their Lordships of the
Supreme Court have laid down the criteria for dete rmining the quantum of maintenance... The plea of
the husband that he does not possess any source of income ipso facto does not absolve him of his moral

duty to maintain his wife if he is able-b odied and has educational qualifications.”

ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT - 2023 Hia UPHC012367632022

Kurban Ali v. State of U.P. and Another
ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT - 2023-04-06

g TORTI GA-1&ToT ATfeiant (criminal revision) Kurban Ali gRT fereft Sarerd & 39 SET &l GHTdT o g G &l 18 o,
e 38 3ot gt &t Section 125 CrPC & @gd 7,000 U k1 ATk ¥RUT-UINOT (maintenance) 7 &1 fAder fear mar am
gifrentehdl A Eeftet &1 o a8 Ueh T foham € $ik I8 i aga aiferes 1 =amarerd A Rajnesh v. Neha Aret | ReffRa Rigial s
Jooig fonaT ofik WE fonam foh YRuT-uiwuT an7 S22y enfAd Siig=ramft st A1fda g9 @ s 81 RepfE & sraeiiahd & ale, =armerd 3
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g7 o aTfiehTerdf & UTE 31T & ATeA &, STafch ITeh! Uert & UTH 37O SfifehT o1 ohtg T1e 81 81 degar, =amared 3 et
JETeld o SIS i Tl 3eId §Y 9 ATraieht el WIRST & e

fRrofa  IRITT = HTT foh Ui 1 I8 &1ar foh a8 Ueh TR fohaT €, I8 IAhT IUTerd Uit et HROT-UIN0T & & ShigAT SR Afden
S & o A1g] ehxdT| =TaTerd 7 7,000 FUT AT ¥RUT-GINUT & STERT i Tal ur|

“Learned counsel for the revisionist-applicant has submitted that the revisionist-applicant is poor
farmer, as such, he has limited means and is unable to provide maintenance fixed by the court to h is
wife... In Rajnesh v. Neha and another, (2021) 2 SCC 324, their Lordships of the Supreme Court have laid
down the criteria for dete rmining the quantum of maintenance... The plea of the husband that he does
not possess any source of income ipso facto does not absolve him of his moral duty to maintain his

wife...”

ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT - 2023 i UPHC012164812022

24 Shahzad Ali v. State of U.P.

ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT - 2023-04-04

g AT Section 125 CrPC & Sdid ¥RUT-GINUT (maintenance) & STEST &t FHTAT &= aTett Geh Criminal Revision & F&fad
g1 anferendt 3 Faet srarera gRT STut Uet ofR s=3 & forg FreiRa sRoT-uiwor iR Y sreafdres sard gu gt & o1 =marera &
Rajnesh v. Neha and another Si9 #Hgeyuf (Aot &1 garer dd g et o wRur-utor aa shed gaa ufd &l 31, Sfiae ©R 3R
Uit Y Saaehdist & ST e ST STTa%adh &1 =maTed A ur o arfiererat 3 uTe 31 3 yat 91eF g SR 98 S1uHt uett @
e el HRUT-UTVUT S | HEH 8| d&IIR, =ATATerd = Aefl 3raTeld o S1eer e Wal 3831d §¢ 39 Revision ITRiehT et @St R
f&am

frofa AT 5 HTT foh THE ARl & U 8 SRR fd Tt 3 I@dT § 3R a8 iUl Uc! 3R a= &bl ¥RU-Givor 39 &
2l & ga 81 g Geha1| iRl e grr Feffa Afy ot Tgfo o R s

“Learned counsel for the revisionist-applicant has submitted that the revisionist-applicant is working as
a \'Safai Karmi\' in Government Department, as such, he has limited means and is unable t o provide
maintenance... In Rajnesh v. Neha and another, (2021) 2 SCC 324, their Lordships of the Supreme Court
have laid down the criteria for dete rmining the quantum of maintenance...”

ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT - 2023 i UPHC010589782023

25 Deepak v. State of U.P.
ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT - 2023-04-07

Tg AT Section 125 CrPC & Sidifd TRT 91T (maintenance) & T&ifdd &1 Reftwifae 7 el sraretd & 39 s ot gt &
off, fSqd 3T 3rg=t gt @t 5,000 FUT ATAh WRUT-TIoT & & fAesr far mar | RefisRee 3 ettt & foh a8 Uah 'gerars' & ik
I UTH Hifd |19 § | ARITerd 7 Rajnesh v. Neha and another & fem-fdsrt a1 desf oid gu e faman fos o s fReiRa
T T Ul Y 31T, IGRT AT ST 3R U hl SaTeharstt & dier Hger I SMTaedeh 8 | =ararerd 3 ura o Reffsee
& § R I STUHT Ul i *ROT-TIUT & § ATORATE! Y § 1 31c:, =TT = fHaielt STaTeld & ST &t Wl 3g1d gy Refter
rfrent hl @IRST & fea|
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frofa  =ATATAT A AT o '1a18’ & ¥4 H 1 - 11 ARIR TY & e ufcd S0 Tt ehl HROT-G190T &4 & 370+ Afda
3R FHE eI @ NS 81 g GehaT| =amarerd 3 5,000 0 Ufd HTE TSTRT 9=t & SIS hl SRR @

“Learned counsel for the revisionist-applicant has submitted that the revisionist-applicant is a
\'Halwai\', as such, he has limited means and is unable to provide maintenance fixed by the court to his
wi fe... In Rajnesh v. Neha and another, (2021) 2 SCC 324, their Lordships of the Supreme Court have laid
down the criteria for dete rmining the quantum of maintenance... The plea of the husband that he does

not possess any source of income ipso facto does not absolve him of his moral duty to maintain his
wife...”

ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT - 2023 i UPHC011007242022

HEHIOT

g 98T Vitark Al gRT 9resti-es &9 4 Iuctsy fAofaf sik Iuahrerdf o ust & SR R 3R fohar maT 1 I8 chaet Ro<d Tgradt & fog § 8k
FIL 9eTg (legal advice) =gl 81 fanedt off filing, opinion, AT correspondence # IualT & & ugat @+t case citations, holdings 3R
quotations @t ga 0T (source judgment) & favg W &Y & TUd fhar ST @18 Q)
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