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Case called on. 

Mr. Akhand Pratap Singh, learned counsel for applicant and Dr. Azhar Ikram, learned counsel 

for respondent are present.  

Learned counsel for respondent submitted that he has not filed objection against the application 

for condonation of delay and he further submitted that the case of the applicant is squarely 

covered by the verdict of the Hon’ble Apex Court in Suo Motu Petition Writ (Civil) No. 3 of 

2020, in re: Cognizance for extension of limitation.  

Heard.  

Without going into the depth of the contents of the application for condonation of delay, it 

appears that the impugned order was passed on 03.02.2021 which was uploaded on 03.02.2021. 

Thereafter the instant appeal was filed on 25.11.2021 i.e. after delay of 233 days in view of 

Section 44(2) of the Act, 2016.  

It is well known that during the period 15.03.2020 to 02.10.2021 Covid-19 Pandemic was 

prevailing and the Hon’ble Supreme Court has recognized this period in Suo Motu Petition Writ 

(Civil) No. 3 of 2020, in re: Cognizance for extension of limitation and on this basis the 

relaxation has been given to all litigants to file suit or any legal proceedings before any Court or 

Tribunal after giving due benefit of the said period.  

In the light of the above, the application for condonation of delay is allowed. The delay in filing 

the instant appeal is condoned.  

Let this defective appeal be registered as Regular Appeal. 



Both learned counsels submitted that pleadings have been exchanged and the Appeal No. 856 of 

2020 of the similar nature has been reserved for judgment, hence this case may also be reserved 

for judgment as they submitted that they have nothing more to say in the matter. 

Judgment reserved. 
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