IN THE COURT OF DISTRICT JUDGE, LAHORE.

___________,Son of _______________, Caste ____, Resident of _________, Post Office  __________, District ______________.

….Appellant 

V E R S U S
1. Mst. _________ Daughter of ______________ 

2. ___________ Son of _____________________ 

3. __________ Daughter of _________________ 

All ___________,Son of _______________, Caste ____, Resident of _________, Post Office  __________, District ______________. 

….Respondents 

A P P E A L 
under Section 14 of Family Courts Act 1964 against the judgment & decree dated 25.07.2009 passed by the court of Mr. Fayyaz Ahmad Bhuttar, learned Judge Family Court, Lahore. 
CLAIM IN APPEAL
to modify the judgment and decree dated 25.07.2009 passed by the court of Mr. Fayyaz Ahmad Bhuttar, learned Judge Family Court, Lahore, to the extent of quantum of maintenance allowance at the rate of Rs. 5,000/- each per month to the respondents No. 3 & 4 till their marriage. 
Respectfully Sheweth:- 

1. That the brief facts for causing of filing this appeal before the learned court is that respondents filed a suit for recovery of maintenance allowance to each of the respondents separately.  

2. That the appellant filed a written statement vehemently denied the averments of the plaint viz a viz the ages of the respondents No. 2 to 5 since they have attained the age of majority however from the divergent pleading of the parties issues were framed and the parties have lead their respective evidence. 

3. That the learned Judge Family Court, Lahore vide judgment and decree dated 25.07.2009 allowed as under:

“the maintenance to respondent No. 1 @ the rate of Rs. 3,000/- per month from the date of divorce till the expiry of Iddat period, respondent No. 2 Umar Saeed is already major and is not entitled for any maintenance allowance, respondents No. 3 & 4 Sara Saeed and Ayesha Saeed are entitled for maintenance allowance at the rate of Rs. 5,000/- each per month from the institution of the suit till their marriage or otherwise father gets their legal custody. Abdullah Saeed respondent No. 5 who was minor at the time of institution of suit and is entitled for the maintenance allowance at the rate of Rs. 3,000/- per month from the date of institution of the suit till the age of majority.” 

4. That the appellant assails the impugned judgment & decree dated 25.07.2009 to the extent of quantum of maintenance allowance at the rate of Rs. 5,000/- each per month to the respondents No. 3 & 4 till their marriage on the following among others:- 

G R O U N D S
(a) That the judgment and decree dated 25.07.2009 is against the law and facts of the case

(b) That the learned Judge Family Court, Lahore has failed to appreciate that the appellant is willing and ready to keep the children with him, hence there was no occasion to burden the appellant with such a heavy amount from each children whereas they are not willing to live with the father. 

(c) That the judgment & decree is based on inconsistency which is against the law so much so that the child has been allowed the maintenance @ Rs. 3,000/- per month and the 

daughters Rs. 5,000/- each i.e. Rs. 10,000/- for both the daughters which is contrary to law and facts of the case. 

(d) That the judgment & decree based on surmises and conjectures. 

(e) That however keeping in view the moral and religious obligations he is ready to pay Rs. 3,000/- to each daughter i.e. Rs. 6,000/- per month and the appellant assails the quantum of the amount to this appeal. 

(f) That the appellant is willing to keep the children with him as he is old and retired person and can not pull on and maintain two separate houses at Faisalabad and Lahore. 

(g) That the appellant is an old retired person who can not afford the maintenance allowance for the individual children viz to maintain himself at Faisalabad hence the maintenance allowance is harsh and exorbitant. 

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the impugned judgment and decree dated 25.07.2009 passed by the court of Mr. Fayyaz Ahmad Bhuttar, learned Judge Family Court may kindly be set aside to the extent of quantum of the maintenance allowed to each daughter at the rate of Rs. 5,000/- i.e. Rs. 10,000/- to both daughters and the same be modified to that of Rs. 2,000/- to each daughter till their marriage and the appeal be allowed to that extent keeping in view the position of advance age of the appellant in the interest of justice. 

Any other relief which this Honourable Court deems fit may also be awarded. 
Appellant

through

Advocate Supreme Court 

Advocate High Court 

NOTE
That this the first appeal against the impugned judgment and decree. 

Advocate 
