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When no period of limitation is provided then in our opinion the same has t0 be

exercised within a reasonable time and that will depend upon facts and
circumstances of each case like ; (i) when there is fraud played by the parties; (ii)
the orders are obtained by mis-representation or collusion with public officers by
the private parties; (iii)-Orders are against the public interest; (iv) the orders are
passed by the authorities who have no jurisdiction; (v) the order are passed in clear
violation of rules or the provisions of the Act by the authorities; and (vi) void
orders or the orders are void ab initio being against the public policy or otherwise.
The common law doctrine of public policy can be enforced wherever an action’
affects/offends the publi'c interest or where harmful result of permitting the injury to

~ the public at large is evident. In such type of cases, revisional powers can be

exercised by the authority at any time cither suo moto or as and when such orders
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