
CS (COMM) No. 426/26 
Vectus Polymers Private Limited Vs. Kiran 

23.07.2026

Present: Sh. Ashish Raj and Sh. Rohan Rudrakash Ld. 
Counsel for plaintiff (through VC).
Ms.  Pragati  Sharma  Ld.  Counsel  for  defendants 
no.1 and 2 (through VC).
Ms.  Jahanvi  Agarwal  Ld.  Counsel  for  defendant 
no.4 (through VC).

Local  Commissioner’s  report  was  filed  on 

22.07.2026. 

Affidavit  of  service  in  compliance  of  order  dated 

21.04.2026  was  filed  on  08.06.2026  by  plaintiff. 

Affidavit  of  compliance of  order 39 rule 3 CPC in 

terms  of  order  dated  21.04.2026  was  filed  on 

08.06.2026 by plaintiff. 

Vakalatnama along with Authority letter in favour of 

AR and Power  of  Attorney dated 04.12.2023 was 

filed on behalf of defendant no.4 on 02.07.2026. 

Written statement along with documents etc., were 

filed  on  behalf  of  defendant  no.4  on  17.07.2026 

Copy already given.  It is submitted by Ld. Counsel 



for plaintiff that the pleadings i.e. written statement 

is not supported with affidavit. Time sought by Ld. 

Counsel for defendant no.4 to do the needful.  An 

application  for  condonation  of  delay  i.e.  IA  No. 

3/2026 u/o.8 rule 1 CPC dated 09.07.2026 was also 

filed on 17.07.2026.  It is submitted by Ld. Counsel 

plaintiff that he has no objection if the application is 

allowed  but  subject  to  cost.   Accordingly,  the 

application i.e.  IA No. 3/2026 u/o.8 rule 1 CPC is 

allowed but subject to cost of Rs.1,000/- to be paid 

by  the  defendant  no.4  to  the  plaintiff  through 

counsel.  Written  statement  taken  on  record. 

Replication, if any, be filed on or before next date of 

hearing with advance copy to opposite party.

Written statement not filed on behalf of defendants 

no. 1 and 2.  It is stated by Ld. Counsel for plaintiff 

that  some  compromise  talks  are  going  on  with 

defendants no. 1 and 2. 

Ordinary process not received back. Seen tracking 

report  on  the  postal  process  issued  to  defendant 

no.3 the same was not delivered on 21.05.2026 at 

16:18:24 due to insufficient address.  So, defendant 



no.3 is not served.  Time sought to do the needful 

by plaintiff. 

Put  up  for  filing  of  replication  to  the  written 

statement of  defendant no.4 and consideration on 

12.08.2026. 

Interim order to continue. 

                  (Rakesh Pandit)
                  District Judge (Commercial Court)-13/ 

             Central/Tis Hazari/Delhi/23.07.2026
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