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Case called on.

Counsel Saurabh Misra appeared on behalf of appellant and counsel Sri Swetank Sharma
appeared on behalf of respondent.

Heard on limitation application which has been moved with the contention that impugned
order was passed on 29.01.2021 by the Regulatory Authority and was uploaded on
10.02.2021 thereafter the instant appeal was filed on 28.06.2021 after a delay of 79 days.
Counsel for applicant has also mentioned in his application that the case of B. Madhuri
Goud vs. Damodar Reddy reported in (2012) 12 SCC 693 wherein it was laid down by the
Hon’ble Apex Court that a liberal, pragmatic, justice oriented and non-pedatic approach
should be adopted while disposing the application for condonation of delay.

In the application counsel for the applicant has also cited the verdict given by the Hon’ble
Apex Court in the case of Suo Motu Writ (Civil) No. 3 of 2020.

Counsel for the opposite party submitted that he has filed written objection but the same is
not on record. He orally submitted that in fact the instant appeal has been filed with a delay
of 79 days and the counsel for the applicant has not given any plausible reason justifying
the delay, hence the same should be rejected.

Heard at length and perused the record, it appears that impugned order was passed on
29.01.2021 and was uploaded on website on 10.02.2021 thereafter the instant appeal was
filed on 28.06.2021 meaning thereby after a delay of 79 days.

As per provisions of Section 44(2) of the Act, the instant appeal ought to be filed before
10.04.2021. It is also well known that COVID-19 pandemic was effective during the
period of 15.03.2020 to 02.10.2021 and in view of the pronouncement given by the
Hon’ble Apex Court in Suo Moto Writ (C) No. 3 of 2020.



In the light of above, application for condonation of delay deserves to be allowed.
Accordingly, the delay is condoned. Registry is directed to register this defective appeal
into regular appeal.

Counsel for the respondent is directed to file reply to the grounds of appeal and copy of the
same will be sent on the respective e-mail addresses of the applicant/appellant and his

counsel.
List this case on 17.12.2021 for further order.

(K.K. Jain) (T.B. Singh)
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