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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD
WRIT - A No. - 10216 of 2026

Smt. Sashi Kumari

..... Petitioner(s)
Versus
State Of U.P. And 2 Others
..... Respondent(s)
Counsel for Petitioner(s) . Ancha Ojha
Counsel for Respondent(s) : Nagendra Kumar Pandey, C.S.C.

Court No. - 52
HON'BLE MRS. MANJU RANI CHAUHAN, J.

1. Heard learned counsel for the petitioner, Mr. Nagendra Kumar Pandey,
learned counsel for respondent nos.2 and 3 as well as Mr. Anuradha
Sundaram, learned Additional Chief Standing Counsel for the State.

2. The instant writ petition has been filed challenging the order dated
19.06.2026 passed by respondent no.2 vide which the claim for maternity
leave for fourth child has been rejected and a further prayer to direct the
respondent no.2 to grant the 6 months maternity leave to the petitioner as
per law.

3. Learned counsdl for the petitioner submits that the petitioner has not
avalled any leave on the birth of the other three children and is entitled for
the maternity leave benefit for the fourth child as she is availing the
aforesaid for the first time, therefore, the impugned order is arbitrary and
bad in the eyes of law.

4. On the other hand the learned Additional Chief Standing Counsel for
the State emphasizing upon page no.12 of the writ petition submits that
the petitioner has already availed the maternity leave.

5. On the basis of instructions which are passed on to the Court today and
kept on record, learned counsel for respondent nos.2 and 3 submits that as
per the Financial Hand Book's Volume Il - Part 2 to 4 (Chapter-10), the
petitioner is not entitled for any maternity leave for the fourth child. The
following is reproduced herein below:
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6. Learned counsdl for respondent nos.2 and 3 further contends that the
petitioner is not entitled for any maternity leave for the fourth child, hence
no interference is required and the writ petition isliable to be dismissed.

7. In view of the above, no interference is required by this Court.
8. Accordingly, the writ petition is dismissed.

9. This Court finds that the writ petition has been filed annexing only the
typed copies of the documents, not placing the photostat copies of the
original documents which makes it difficult for the Court to decide on the
Issues as the typed copies contain certain typing errors, which have to be
verified by the photostat copies of the relevant documents.

10. The Reporting Section is directed to raise objection in this regard and
see that the writ petitions are filed with proper photostat copies of the
documents which have been annexed along with the writ petition.

11. Let the copy of this order be placed before the Registrar General of
this Hon'ble Court for necessary directions to the Reporting Section.

(Mrs. Manju Rani Chauhan,J.)
August 7, 2026
K.N.
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