25 CS DJ 308/25
SHANKAR KUMAR JHA Vs. JITENDER KOHLI

27.01.2026

Present : Plaintiff in person.
Ms. Deepanwita Chakraborty, Ld. Counsel for
defendant (M. N0.9899088130)
(Email ID deepanwita757@gmail.com).

l. Reply to the application under Order VII Rule 11 CPC has
been filed by plaintiff.

2. Plaintiff has further filed application under Section 114
CPC read with Order XLVII CPC seeking review of order dated
22.12.2025. He submits that he has supplied copies of both the
application as well as reply to Sh. Jitender Rana, L.d. Counsel for
defendant.

3. However, Ld. Counsel for defendant appearing today
submits that she has been engaged after filing of WS and one
copy be supplied to her as well on her email ID / mobile number,
4. After filing of the present application, the following
applications are pending :

a. Application under Order VIII Rule 1 CPC filed by
defendant.

b. Application under Order VII Rule 11 CPC filed by
defendant.

C. Application under Order XXXIX Rule 1 & 2 CPC filed by
plaintiff.

d. Application under Order XXVI Rule 10 CPC filed by
plaintiff.
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5. List for arguments on pending application for 21.02.2026.
6. Previous cost has not been paid. Let the same be
positively paid on or before NDOH.
7. At this stage, Ld. Counsel for defendant has made oral
application for reduction of cost levied on 12.07.2025 on the
ground that the date when the cost was imposed, reply was filed
but Ld. Counsel for defendant could not argue the matter.
8. However, perusal of order dated 26.05.2025 reveals that
the matter was listed for arguments. Since Ld. Counsel for
defendant was not willing to argue, no ground has been shown
for reduction of cost.
9. In view of same, oral application for reduction of cost is
dismissed.
10. Plaintiff has submitted that the plaint has been filed by
three plaintiff against four defendants. However, the case title in
the CIS is reflected as ‘Shanker Kumar Jha Vs. Jitender Kohli &
Ors.” instead of ‘Shanker Kumar Jha & Ors. Vs. Jitender Kohli &
Ors.’.
11. Let the same be corrected as ‘Shanker Kumar Jha & Ors.
Vs. Jitender Kohli & Ors.” in the CIS. ranUL e
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(Rahul Bhatia)
DJ-01 (South East) Saket Court
New Delhi/27.01.2026 (vg)
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