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IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA 
CIVIL REVISIONAL JURISDICTION 

APPELLATE SIDE 
 

CO 4616 of 2016 
with 

IA No. CAN 1 of 2025 
with 

CAN 2 of 2025 
 

Smt. Srabanti Das 
Vs. 

Sree Sree Radha Braja Mohan Thakur Jew & Ors. 
   
   
 Mr. Biswajib Ghosh 
 Mr. Shubhasish Sen 
 Mr. Steven Sourodip Biswas 
 Mr. Sagnik Roy Chowdhury 
   … For the petitioner/applicant 
 
 Mr. Debasish Roy 
 Ms. Sumitra Das 
   … For the opposite parties 
  

In re: CAN 2 of 2024 
 

1. This is an application for condonation of delay by 

filing the restoration, being CAN 1 of 2025. 

 
2. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the 

petitioner/applicant has submitted that reason of delay 

in filing the restoration application has been explained in 

the instant application, particularly, in paragraph 3 

onwards and submits that due to laches on the part of 

the learned advocate-on-record, no steps were taken on 

the day when the revisional application was dismissed for 

default. 

 
3. Per contra, learned counsel appearing on behalf of 

the opposite parties intervenes by submitting before this 
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Court that none of the paragraphs in the application 

explained the delay properly in filing the restoration 

application and, therefore, the application is liable to be 

dismissed.   

 
4. I have carefully gone through the explanation made 

in the application and I find no reason to stand in the 

way. 

 
5. The explanation in the application is found 

satisfactory. The delay is condoned.  

 
6. Accordingly, CAN 2 of 2025 stands allowed. 

 
In re: CAN 1 of 2025 

 
7. This application for restoration has been filed with 

the same explanation made in the application for 

condonation of delay. 

 

8. Heard learned counsel appearing on behalf of the 

parties. 

 

9. The prayer for restoration stands allowed. 

 
10.  Accordingly, the order dated 13th March, 2024 is 

recalled and the civil revision, being CO 4616 of 2016, is 

restored to its original file and number. 

 

11. CAN 1 of 2025 is, accordingly, disposed of. 

 

In re: CO 4616 of 2016 

12. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the 

petitioner prays for revival of the interim order of stay 

which was initially promulgated on 21st December, 2016. 
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13. Heard both sides. The prayer stands allowed. 

 
14. The interim order promulgated earlier stands 

revived and extended till the last week of May, 2025 or 

until further order, whichever is earlier. 

 
15. Let the revisional application appear in the 

Combined Monthly List of May, 2025.  

 
 
 

    (Bibhas Ranjan De, J.) 


