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ITEM NO.1               COURT NO.15               SECTION XV

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL)………………………… Diary No. 32489/2026

[Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 28-04-2026
in SBCWP No. 5340/2026 passed by the High Court of Judicature for
Rajasthan at Jaipur]

ANSAR AHMAD                                          Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

THE ORIENTAL INSURANCE CO. LTD. & ANR.               Respondent(s)

(IA No. 261366/2026 - CONDONATION OF DELAY IN REFILING /  CURING 
THE DEFECTS; IA No. 261370/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE 
IMPUGNED JUDGMENT; IA No. 261369/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.)
 
Date : 09-09-2026 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S.V.N. BHATTI
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE N.V. ANJARIA

For Petitioner(s)  Mr. Saurabh Kansal, Adv.
                   Ms. Pallavi S Kansal, Adv.
                   Mr. Raghav Vij, Adv.
                   Mr. Manish Kumar, Adv.
                   Mr. Suraj K Jha, Adv.
                   Ms. Sakshi Tiwari, Adv.
                   Mr. Pratham Malik, Adv.
                   Ms. Ritul Sharma, Adv.
                   Ms. Vanshika Kapoor, Adv.
                   Mr. Mehul Prasad, Adv.
                   Mr. Md. Naushad Alam, AOR
                                      
For Respondent(s) 

          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

1. Delay of 49 days in refiling is condoned.

2. We have heard Mr. Saurabh Kansal, learned

counsel for the petitioner and perused the order(s)

impugned.
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3. The learned counsel makes a few submissions

which expand the consideration undertaken by the

order(s) impugned.

4. We are of the view that the petitioner may

be allowed to work out the remedies available in

accordance with law, including, before a Consumer

Redressal Forum, as may be advised. Hence, we are

not interfering with the order(s) impugned.

5. The special leave petition stands dismissed

with liberty to work out the remedies in accordance

with law.

6. In the event of a remedy being availed by

the petitioner, it is needless to observe that the

case is considered on its own merits, uninfluenced

by the findings recorded in the order(s) impugned.

7. Pending application(s), if any, shall stand

disposed of.

(SNEHA DAS)                                 (NIDHI MATHUR)
   COURT MASTER (SH)                           COURT MASTER (NSH)
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