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01/ 2013 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.
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Ani s Ahnmed Khan, Adv.
Shoai b Ahmad Khan, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Counsel for the two sides are present. Along wth the
counsel for the petitioner, the youngest <child, nanely, Anisur
Rehman, is also present in the Court.

Unfortunately, the arrangenent envisaged under our order
dated April 17, 2012, did not naterialize. But, we are inforned
that the two younger children, nanely oai dur Rehnan and Anisur
Rehman are adnmitted in Cass X in People’s Inter College and d ass
VIII in St. Thomas’ School respectively. Both the schools are
situated at Dumaria Ganj, Siddharth Nagar, Uttar Pradesh
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Li ke on earlier occasions, we had a detailed engagenent
Wi th Ani sur Rehman.

The child appears to be quite bright. W asked him to
wite sonething and we found that his hand-witing is quite good
and neat for his age and the class in which he is studying. The
child explained to us in detail where the school is situate, the
timngs of the school, the subjects that he is taught in C ass
VII1, the nane of his class teacher and simlar other details.

He appeared to be quite happy and satisfied with the way he
is living at present. W do not want to disturb the present
arrangenent in which the children are quite happy and they are
al so going to school s.

Lear ned counsel appearing for the respondent (the husband)
suggested further inprovenent in the present arrangenent. He said
that at present the children's nother (the petitioner) lived in a
village with her father at sone distance fromthe place where the
schools are situated. He submitted that the respondent is wlling
to nake arrangenent for the nother to live near the school wth
the children. The respondent is prepared to find out a suitable



accommodation at Dumaria Ganj, Siddharth Nagar, Uttar Pradesh, for
the mother and the children to live together and would also
deposit the noney for the rental of the house.
We appreciate the offer nade on behalf of the respondent.
However, the finding of a proper accommopdati on nay take sonme tine.
In the meanwhile, the Court asked the |earned counsel for the
respondent that in order to show his bona fides and his feelings
for his children, the respondent should make sone nonetary offer
to neet the expenses of the «children’s education. The Court
suggested that it
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woul d be a good gesture for the respondent to deposit a sum of
‘1,00,000, apart fromthe anmobunt of nmaintenance that is to be paid
under the orders of the Court, which would be spent exclusively
over the children’s education

Learned counsel submitted that he would take instructions
fromhis client and respond to the Court.

Put up on February 07, 2013 at 3.30 p.m
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