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O R D E R 

(Hybrid Mode) 
 

19.08.2026  I.A. No. 5109 of 2026 

Heard Learned Counsel for the Appellant and Learned Counsel for the 

Respondent No. 1 & 2.  Perused the record.  

 Learned Counsel for the Appellant while drawing our attention 

towards the paragraph no. 2 to 6 of the delay condonation application 

submits that the delay of two days has occurred in filing the appeal for the 

reasons which were not under the control of the Appellant and therefore, the 

delay of two days may kindly be condone.  

No objection has been raised by Learned Counsel for the Respondents. 

 Keeping in view the submissions made by Learned Counsel for the 

Appellant in the application for condonation of delay, we allow the appeal 

and condone the delay of two days which has occurred in filing the appeal.  

  



 

I.A. No. 5110 of 2026 

We dispose of the aforesaid IA with an observation that as and when 

the necessity would arise for filing of a typed copy of any document which 

according to us would be dim, the same shall be filed by the Appellant at the 

earliest.  

I.A. No. 5108 of  2026 

Learned Counsel for the Appellant submits that he be permitted to 

bring on record the certified copy of the Impugned Order and be also 

exempted for filing the same for the time being.  

Learned Counsel for the RP as well as Learned Counsel for the 

Respondent No. 2 objects to the request made by Learned Counsel for the 

Appellant on the ground that the application for obtaining the copy could 

have filed much earlier, and therefore, the violation of this may not be cured 

subsequently.  

Be that as it may, we leave it open to the Learned Counsel for the 

Respondents to take this objections at an appropriate stage, however, we 

permit Learned Counsel for the Appellant to bring on record the certified 

copy of the Impugned Order at the earliest.  

I.A is disposed of with the aforesaid directions.  

Comp. App. (AT) (Ins) No. 1310 of 2026 & I.A. No. 5107 of 2026 

Learned Counsel for the Appellant submits that he has received copy 

of the reply filed by Respondent No. 1 last evening and therefore, some 

reasonable time may be granted for the purpose of filing rejoinder.  We 

accordingly permit him to file the rejoinder within one week from today.  



Learned Counsel for the RP submits that he has filed the reply ‘online’ 

with two days delay, therefore, the Registry be directed to take it on record 

and he further be permitted to bring on record the hard copy of the same.  

We accordingly direct the Registry to take on record the Reply filed by 

the RP/ Respondent No. 1 and also direct the RP to bring on record the hard 

copy by today itself.  

Keeping in view the request made by Learned Counsel for the SRA we 

also permit him to file the reply within one week and no more time with an 

advance copy to Learned Counsel for the Appellant, who may file the 

rejoinder within one week thereafter.  

List accordingly on 24.09.2026. 

 

 

[Justice Mohammad Faiz Alam Khan] 
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