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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ FAO(OS) 182/2016 & C.M. No.22553/2016

PURSHOTTAM DAS RAM KISHORE BANSAL..... Appellant
Through  Mr. Neeraj Malhotra, Sr. Advocate
with Mr. Atul Sahi and Mr. Maheen Pradhan,
Advocates.

Versus

SUNITA BANSAL&ANR ... Respondent
Through  Mr. Ajit Kakkar, Advocate.

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJIV KHANNA

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE NAVIN CHAWLA
ORDER

% 29.08.2017

After some hearing, learned senior counsel appearing for the appellant
states that he would not press the present appeal and the application seeking
condonation of delay, if the appellant is given liberty to file an application for
modification of the impugned order in view of the altered and changed
circumstances. It is stated that plaintiff No.2 is major and also that the respondent
i1s now 65 years of age.

In view of the statement made, the application for condonation of delay and
the appeal are dismissed as not pressed.

In case the appellant files an application for modification of the order dated
17t September, 2015, the same would be considered in accordance with law. Of

course, the respondents would be entitled to contest the same.

SANJIV KHANNA, J.

AUGUST 29, 2017/NA NAVIN CHAWLA, J.



