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Before Muhammad Farrukh Irfan Khan, J
Mst. AYESHA SHAHID---Petitioner
versus
ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE and others---Respondents
Writ pelition No. 63673 of 2017, decided on 26th March, 2018.

Guardig,g and Wards Act (VLI of 1890)---

S, 12« Interim custody of minor---Visitation schedule of minor with
his Jather-.-Scope---Overnight stay with father---Welfare of minor—

c.of’e“-Meeting of minor with father in Court premises---Effect--
Peuﬁoner/mother contended that Appellate Court had wrongly chalked
out OVernight stay of minor with his father/respondent as the same
Would affect his growth adversely and he was likely to confront some
Unpleasany situation there---Mother also apprehended removal of the
minor oyt of territorial jurisdiction of the Court---Father contended

that proper growth of the minor required love and dffection of parents :

and Guardian Court had wrongly dismissed his prayer of meeting with
his son out of Court premises---Validity---Welfare of minor was prime
consideration before the Court, admittedly, respondent was father of
the minor and being the natural guardian he had right of his
Supervision under the Islamic Law, therefore, on separation of the
parents the minor could not be permanently deprived Jrom the love and
affection of either of the parents---Minor, in the present case, had

crossed the age of. six years, therefore, he should have maximunm |

interaction with the father even if the custody was with the mother,
otherwise, it may cause an estrangement in the mind of the child which
may ultimately leave a vacuum in the accomplishment of his personality
JSor deprivation of love, affection and company of his father---Court, in
order to achieve such goal, was to make every possible effort to chalk
out reasonable visitation schedule in Jriendly atmospliere---Meetiug of
the minor in the Court premises with the Sather was neither conducive
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Sh. Zahid Mehmood for Petitioner.

Fahad Ahmad Siddiqui for Respondent No.3.
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ORDER
MUHAMMAD FARRUKH IRFAN KHAN, J.---Through this
- petition under Article 199 of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of
F’akistan, 1973 the petitioner calls in question the validity of
impugned judgment of the learned Appellate Court dated 09.08.2017
inor with whereby the said court while accepting appeal of respondent No.3
minor--- - against the order of the learned Guardian Judge dated 02.07.2016 b
Effect--- - chalked out meeting schedule of the minor with respondent-father in ;f
chalked the following manner:-
he same “i. The interim custody of the minor shall be handed over to the
mt some petitioner on 2nd and 4th Saturday of every calendar month at
i of the 05.00 PM and petitioner shcll return the interim custody of the
mtended minors to the respondent on 2nd and 4th Sunday ar 5.00 PM,
" parents ) ) .
ing with ii. On the occasion of Eid ul Fitar, the petitioner/ father shall be
15 prime entitled for intérim custody of the minors on 2nd day of Eid-ul-
: Fitar from 5.00 PM and petitioner shall return the interim
uther of ) )
h custody of the minor to the respondent on the 3rd day of Eid ul
of his .
Fitar at 5.00 PM
' of the ' _
'ove and iii. On the occasion of Eid ul Azha, the petitioner/ father shall
se, had be entitled for interim custody of the minors on 2nd day of Eid-
aximum ul-Azha from 5.00 PM and petitioner shall return the interim
"mother, custody of the minor to the respondent on the 3rd day of Eid ul
d which Azha.
* sonality . ' . ; ..
=i iv. On the occasion of birth day of the minor, the petitioner/ -
f’" i;alllc father shall be entitled for interim custody of the minor from
° & 5.00 PM and petitioner shall return the interim custody of the
ting of minor to the respond ] ]
. pondent on the next day of birthday of the minor
nducive 8 I 4r5.00 PM
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Before Miangul Hassan A urangzeb, J
Messrs I’AN'I‘HER DEVBLOPERS (hrough
Ghulam J lllani»--Pctitioncr
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RICT 7 (ADI))
JONAL rRICT JUDGE( .
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Writ petition 0.9770 018, Jeclded o1 10th April, 2 .’



