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documents included in case No.: 155/#/2013- Karari Court, registered under No.: 

214/Cassation/2015, have been submitted. 

Appellant: Hanan Abdullah Badawi 

Respondent: Sabir Abdul Hafeez Ahmed 

“Merits of the case” 

This is an objection by way of cassation to the judgement issued by Omdurman 

Court ofAppeal under No.: 272/2015 in the case No.: 155/2013, raised by Hanan 

Abdullah Badawi against Abdul Hafeez Ahmed, requesting confirmation of 

divorce (second revocable one), alimony for her Idda (waiting period),alimony for 

children and housing fees. The judgment subject of appeal has decided to amend 

to the amounts decided by the Trial Court. 

 



Summary of the Merits of the case 

Plaintiff raised the above case against defendant claiming confirmation of divorce 

(second revocable one) alimony for enjoyment and for her Idda (waiting period), 

maintenance  for their children Imaddualdeen (10 years), Afaf(13 years), Omer(10 

years and half), Muna (6 years and half), Muaaz  (8 years and half), Ahmed (3 

years), an amount of 2100 monthlyfor food and sustainability, equally between 

them and money for  their clothing at the rate of 3000, inclusive to be paid each 

four months and money for entertainment, which I was unable to evaluate, 

however, their medical treatment and education shall be paid as per the 

respective invoices. 

Defendant ratified all parts of the case as stated by defendant, but he said the 

alimony amount is high and does not match his income and assessed the amount 

for Iddah to be 200, for enjoyment to be 150 and for the children to be 30 for 

each day and stated that, he has a house to accommodate them and then 

admitted that the house is damaged and needs to be repaired. 

The Court has, after conducting investigations regarding the income of defendant, 

identified that he is a merchant and owns a transport car (Amgad) and heard the 

opinion of two experts in assessing the alimony, issued its judgment to the favor 

of plaintiff and confirmed the divorce(second revocable one) based on the 

admission thereto before the Court on: 27/02/2013, that she has completed her 

Idda (waiting period) and monthly iddah alimony amount equal to SP 1000 

inclusive, enjoyment alimony equal to SP 1200, an amount of SP1800 

maintenance for the above mentioned children for food and sustainability to be 

paid to them equally on monthly basis, an amount of SP1500  for clothing to be 

paid to them equally on monthly basis, an amount of SP 500 for house rent, to be 

paid monthly, that the expenses of their medical treatment and education shall 

be paid as per the respective invoices. 

The judgment debtor did not accept and has submitted an objection to the Court 

of Appeal, which has issued its decision to reduce the food amount to be SP1500 

and the closing amount to SP1200, to be paid each four month and to uphold the 



judgment as to the other parts, and the judgment shall be valid as of the date the 

interim alimony was decided. 

Now plaintiff submits this objection to the judgment issued by the Court of 

Appeal, claiming as follows:  

1. The essence of her claim is that, the reduction of the alimony and house 

rent was contrary to the real situation, as defendant has a good income as 

he owns agricultural lands, partial inheritance in Al Hawari Schools in 

Medani, owns a transport car (Amgad), which daily income is SP350, owns 

other business and all these are confirmed by witnesses’ testimony. 

Moreover, the elder son is 18 years and a student at the Faculty of 

Engineering – Sudan University and he takes daily amount of SP40 for his 

breakfast and transport, the daughter who is 15 years old, who is a High 

School student needs a daily amount for her expenses, Mohammed who is 

13 years old is also a high school student and the other three children go to 

elementary school and need pocket money daily. The amount of SP 500 is 

not enough to rent a single room, then why the Court of Appeal reduces 

the maintenance amount, finally she claims the increase of the amount to 

match with the accommodation requirements and to satisfy the basic 

needs of the children.   

 

We have given the judgment-debtor an opportunity to reply and the 

content of his pleading, submitted by the lawyer Mr. Hashim Abdul Bagi 

Mohammed Ahmed, can be summed up as follows: 

 

1- The alimony decided by the Court was more than the necessary and 

does not match with the income of plaintiff, which was confirmed by 

inquiry and testimonies of witnesses. 

2- For two years, plaintiff was trying to burden the judgment- debtor with 

an alimony that exceeds his ability, as he owns a transport car that he 

drives and does not have any additional income. 

3- Appellant was awarded a house rent although she lives in the house of 

respondent’s mother, which intention was to assist her son, finally he 



claims confirmation of the contested judgment and rejection of this 

request. 

 

Objection is admitted in form, as it was submitted within the legal time. 

In subject, and after reviewing the minutes of the case and other papers, 

i find that what has been mentioned by respondent regarding his 

mother’s house, has not been dealt with in the case and the expert 

evidence has shown that he works on his own. The statement of 

appellant regarding the agricultural lands and estate in Medani does not 

appear in the minutes and appellant did not prove that, nevertheless, I 

believe that, the preliminary judgment deciding these amounts was 

issued two years ago, the children grew up and they are in different 

education stages and the amount decided by the Trial Court represents 

the basic food for six children, however, each of the two parties may 

raise a new case  to the Court to increase or decrease the alimony if any 

or both of them consider this amount does not match the current living 

condition or the income of respondent.  

 

Therefore, if my respectful colleagues agree, I believe that the judgment 

issued by the Court of Appeal shall be cancelled and to confirm the 

judgment issued by the Trial Court. 

 

Abdul Aziz Al Rasheed, “signed” 

Judge at the Supreme Court 

30/08/2015 

 

Al Bushra Osman Salih “signed”                

Judge at the Supreme Court  

02/09/2015 



Abdul Hameed Mohammed Abdul Hameed “signed”                

Judge at the Supreme Court  

06/09/2015 

 

Final Order: 

To quash judgment issued by the Court of Appeal and to recall the judgment 

issued by the Trial Court. 

Al Bushra Osman Salih, “signed” 

Judge at the Supreme Court 

07/09/2015 


