
ITEM NO.3               COURT NO.7               SECTION IV-B

               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.4988/2026

[Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 26-09-2013
in CWP No.21416/2013, 13-12-2023 in CWP No.27923/2018 & 26-11-2024
in RA No.474/2024 passed by the High Court of Punjab & Haryana at
Chandigarh]

M/S NAPCO BEVEL GEAR OF INDIA LIMITED              Petitioner

                                VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA & ORS.                            Respondents

I.A. No.193380/2026-CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING
I.A. No.193381/2026-CONDONATION OF DELAY IN REFILING/CURING THE 
DEFECTS
I.A. No.193375/2026-EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED 
JUDGMENT
I.A. No.193377/2026-EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.
I.A. No.193378/2026-PERMISSION TO FILE LENGTHY LIST OF DATES
 
Date : 17-07-2026 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :  HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DIPANKAR DATTA
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SHEEL NAGU

For Petitioner(s) : Mr. Rajive Bhalla, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Shubham Bhalla, AOR                   

                    Ms. Ragini Sharma, Adv.
                    Mr. Shubham Bhalla, Adv.
                    Mr. Yash, Adv.
                    Mr. Aman Khatri, Adv.
                    Mr. Rohit Pandey, Adv.
                    Mr. Kamal Joshi, Adv.
                    Ms. Anchita Nayyar, Adv.
                                      
For Respondent(s) : 

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

1. The special leave petitions are directed against (i) judgment and order

dated 26th September, 2013 dismissing CWP No.21416/2013, (ii) judgment and

order dated 13th December, 2023 dismissing CWP No.27923/2018 and (iii) order
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dated 26th November, 2024 dismissing RA No.474/2024, all passed by the High

Court of Punjab and Haryana at Chandigarh. 

2. Challenge to these three orders is barred by 4413, 683 and 334 days’

delay, respectively.

3. We have looked into the application for condonation of delay in filing the

special leave petitions. Cause shown is absolutely insufficient.

4. That apart, even the certified copies of the impugned orders are not on

record. Exemption has been prayed. 

5. Looking  at  the  exemption  application,  we  find  the  reason  cited  to  be

wholly unacceptable.

6. Be that as it may, the application for condonation of delay in filing the

special leave petitions stand rejected.

7. The special leave petitions stand dismissed as time barred.

8. Pending applications, if any, shall also stand dismissed.

      (MANIK KUMAR)                         (SUDHIR KUMAR SHARMA)
SENIOR PERSONAL ASSISTANT                     COURT MASTER (NSH)
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