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X-Additional District Judge Karachi East & another

Date Order with signature(s) of Judge(s)

\

1. For orders on CMA 7967 /71
7. For orders on CMA 7968171
3. For hearing of main case

4. For orders on CMA 2969 121

Doted: 02.06.2021
Mr. Qamar Riaz Virk for petitioner.

The triaI Court has dectined permanent custody of the minor to

the respondent however attowed meeting once in a month which order

was maintained by the appettate Court however the appetlate Court has

modifjed the judgment of the trial Court to the extent of the meeting.

Learned Counsel for the petitioner has assailed the impugned

judgment onty to the extent of meeting of the minor with respondent on

every Saturday on the strength of an agreement that had been executed

by the parties eartier. However, when asked as to what is the legitimate

ground to deny meeting of the respondent, being real mother of the

minor, every week, he had no answer. lrr fact the permanent custody of

the minor has been with petitioner in terms of the concurrent findings of

two Courts betow and in such a situation if the respondent meets her son

every week, the petitioner shoutd not have any objection. Petitioner has

not djsctosed any reason to avoid such meetjngs. lnsofar as the

agreement that was executed between the petitioner and respondent

being parents of the minor is concerned, it cannot be a lawf u[

agreement to impress the guardian court which has to decide the

controversy independentty under the taw without personal choices of the

parents. Had this not been the position, the matter coutd not have been

contested by the parties in Court. lt is atso pertinent to mention here

that the prime consideration for the Court in these kind of disputes had

atways been the wetfare of tlre minor and in no way meeting of the

minor with the mother once in a week woutd have an adverse effect on

the mrnor's welfare.

ln view of the above, fio case for interference in th lm gned

uently

v

judgment of the appettate Court has been made and co

petition being misconceived is dismissed along with tisted appt ations.

J u-as!


