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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  MAT.APP.(F.C.) 158/2019 

 DR NISHA MUNJAL     ..... Appellant 

Through: Mr.Satwinder Singh, Advocate 
alongwith appellant  

 
    versus 
 
 GAGANDEEP ANAND     ..... Respondent 

Through: Ms.Prabhjit Jauhar and Ms.Rosemary 
Raju, Advocates alongwith 
respondent 

 
 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE HIMA KOHLI 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE TALWANT SINGH 

   O R D E R 

%   30.05.2019 

 

Caveat No. 604/2019 

1. Appearance is entered by counsel for respondents/caveators, who 

states that a complete set of the paper book has been served on him. 

2. In view of the above, the caveat stands discharged. 

C.M.No.27041/2019 (Exemption) 

 Allowed, subject to just exceptions. 

MAT.APP.(F.C.) 158/2019 & C.M.No.27040/2019 (stay) 

1. The present appeal has been filed by the appellant who is aggrieved 

by the order dated 20.05.2019 passed by the learned Judge Family Court, 

Saket Courts, Delhi granting the respondent/father custody of their three 

years old child for a period of ten days to enable them to travel to Goa for a 



holiday.  

2. An apprehension has been expressed by learned counsel for the 

appellant  that the respondent will not be in a position to take care of a three 

years old child in the absence of any lady accompanying them on the 

holiday.   

3. Learned counsel for the respondent assures the Court that the 

respondent‟s sister and bother-in-law (both doctors) shall accompany the 

respondent and child on the trip to Goa.  He also undertakes that his client 

would adhere to the terms and conditions laid in para 18 and 19 of the 

impugned order. 

3. In view of the aforesaid submission made by learned counsel for the 

respondent, counsel for the appellant, states on instructions that he does not 

wish to press the present appeal.  

4. The appeal is disposed of alongwith the pending application. 

 

 

      HIMA KOHLI, J 

 

 

      TALWANT SINGH, J 

MAY 30, 2019 
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