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Case called on. 
Counsel Sri Rishabh Raj appeared on behalf of applicant and counsel Ms. Savita Jain 
appeared on behalf of respondent. 
Counsel for the applicant submitted that it is obvious that the delay has been caused in 
filing the instant case but the said delay is not intentional on part of the applicant, it is 
also caused by departmental approvals and correspondence. He further submitted that 
the facts of the case requires to be heard the matter on merit, hence the limitation 
application be allowed.  
Countervailing the arguments of learned counsel for the applicant, counsel for the 
respondent submitted that facts mentioned in the limitation application do not explained 
the sufficient reasons on the basis of which the applicant sought to condone the delay. 
She also stated that the internal correspondence in no way be considered to condone the 
delay in limitation application. She also submitted that the limitation application be 
rejected out rightly.  
Both the parties wished to file law on points. 
Counsels for the parties may file ruling on the point and also exchange the same. 
Judgment reserved on the point of limitation.   
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