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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI 

+  CS(COMM) 220/2019 

 M/S. SOLOMAN ENGINEERS PVT. LTD. 

.....Plaintiff 

Through: Mr. Neeraj Yadav, Adv. (through 

VC). 

 

    versus 

 

 DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY & ORS. 

.....Defendant 

Through: Ms. Manika Tripathy, Standing 

Counsel alongwith Mr. Ashutosh 

Kaushik, Advs. for D-1/DDA. 

 

 CORAM: 

JOINT REGISTRAR (JUDICIAL) SH. DEVENDER 

KUMAR GARG (DHJS) 

    O R D E R 

%    15.01.2025 

Proceedings are being conducted through hybrid mode. 

  

I.A. No. 49010/2024 (by plaintiff for condonation of delay 

of 02 days in filing reply to CCP(O) 83/2024 of D-1) 

 

1. Today the captioned IA is listed for arguments.  

2. It is submitted that the matter is coming up for hearing 

before the undersigned on 12.02.2025. 

3. Ld. Counsel for defendant no.1 has submitted that he has 

received copy of reply to CCP(O) 83/2024 in terms of the 

previous order.  

4. Arguments on the captioned IA heard. 

5. Ld. Counsel for plaintiff has submitted that there is a 

delay of two days only in filing reply to the CCP(O) 83/ 

2024 as during the relevant time period for filing the 

reply, officers/employees in the plaintiff company were 
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replaced as part of regular conduct of business and there 

was certain delay in seeking instructions. He has further 

submitted that there was also change of counsel and due 

to festive season of Dussehra and Diwali, staff of the 

counsel for plaintiff was also displaced, which resulted 

into delay in filing the reply. He has further submitted 

that the delay in filing the reply is neither willful nor 

intentional. On the other hand, Ld. Counsel for defendant 

no.1 has opposed the application stating that no justifiable 

reason has been mentioned by the plaintiff in captioned 

IA. 

6. Heard. Record perused. Considering submissions made 

on behalf of both the parties, the reasons stated in the 

application and the fact that there is delay of only two 

days in filing the reply, delay in filing reply to CCP(O) 

83/2024 on behalf of plaintiff is condoned and the same 

be taken on record if complete in other respects. The 

respondent no.1 shall take appropriate steps for getting 

the reply placed on record within one week. 

7. The captioned IA stands disposed off accordingly. 

 

DEVENDER KUMAR GARG (DHJS) 

    JOINT REGISTRAR (JUDICIAL) 

 JANUARY 15, 2025/v 
Click here to check corrigendum, if any  
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