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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY,

 AURANGABAD BENCH, AT AURANGABAD.    
                            

 Criminal Writ Petition No. 1144 of 2016
        

District : Nanded 

 

Narayan s/o. Nemaji Dhaje,

Age : 62 years,

Occupation : Retired,

R/o. Hingoli,

Taluka & District Hingoli. .. Petitioner. 

          versus

1. Kalpana w/o. Narayan Dhaje,

Age : 51 years,

Occupation : Household,

R/o. Nallagutta Chawl,

Nanded, 

Taluka & District Nanded.

2. Nutan d/o. Narayan Dhaje,

Age : 15 years,

Occupation : Education,

Minor U/g. of respondent No.1

i.e. real mother, 

R/o. as above. .. Respondents.

............

Mr. B.G. Deshmukh, Advocate, for the petitioner. 

............

       CORAM : Z.A. HAQ, J.

  

                     DATE  : 22ND NOVEMBER 2016

                

ORAL ORDER:

Heard  Mr.  B.G.  Deshmukh,  learned  Advocate 

for the petitioner. 
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02. The  order  passed  by  the  Family  Court 

directing petitioner to pay Rs. 1,200/- per month to 

the respondent no.1 and Rs. 750/- per month to the 

respondent no.2 (wife & daughter of the petitioner) 

towards maintenance is challenged.  

03. The submission on behalf of the petitioner 

is that he is getting pension of Rs. 18,459/- per 

month  and has  to  maintain  his parents,  his second 

wife, his daughter, his sister-in-law and children of 

his deceased brother, and considering the liability 

of  the  petitioner,  the  amount  of  maintenance 

determined by the Family Court is high. 

04. I have gone through the impugned order.  The 

facts recorded in the order are not disputed.  The 

learned Judge has dealt with all the relevant aspects 

in paragraph Nos.14 and 15 of the impugned order and 

has consciously determined the amount of maintenance. 

05. I do not find any infirmity or illegality in 

the  findings  and  conclusions  of  the  Family  Court. 

The Writ Petition is dismissed.  No costs. 

                                                                         ( Z.A. HAQ ) 
                                       JUDGE 

..........

  puranik / CRIWP1144.16


