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e TR ¥ ufduifed far % “Each day's delay from expiry of limitation held,

not explained in compliance of provision of Sec. 5 - Collector acted illegally and with
material irregularity in condoning delay on unwarranted and unjustified grounds--Discretion
to condone delay to be exercised judicially -- Sufficient reason explaining each day's delay

must exist before exercise of such a discretion” SHI YHN S9! UBRRRD 1994 Page 697
4 ufquifea fasar fas (A) Limitation Act, Section 5-Appellant's plea of lack of knowledge

of impugned order, not substantiated by record-Condonation of delay refused and appeal
dismissed as time bared. (Paras 3-4) (B) Affidavit-Appellant found to have filed false
affidavit for obtaining stay order-Board directed prosecution of appellant for submitting false
affidavit deliberately knowing full well that it was false. (Para 5) . ST YPR RRD 1994 page

25 % yfoifed frar P (A) Limitation Act, Section 5 — Application for condonation of
delay did not contain any material explaining delay-Collector also not considering whether
there ws satisfactory explanation-Condonation of delay was not proper Mere fact of
submission of application did not justify condonation. (B) Rajasthan Land Revenue
(Allotment of Land for Receptacles) Rules, Rule 4-Land recorded as Banjar-Mention of
word "talai" in column not explained allotment of talai is not prohibited by the rules. U

ADR 2013(3) Weekly Law Notes 68 6(SC) # Ufauriad fobam f (A) Limitation Act,
1963-Sec. 5-Sufficient Cause-Construction-term should be considered with pragmatism in
Justice oriented approach rather than technically insisting to explain delay of every day-
Delay in Official Business requires its pedantic approach from Public Justice perspective.

~~ 7%\ (B) Limitation Act, 163, -Dec, 5- Sufficient Cause-Appellant obtaining decree for
Y, pérmanent injunction against Respondent State in 1969 Execution applied in 2009-Objection

of-the Respondent under Sec. 47 CPC rejected-on 17-08-2010-Respondent filed another
tion on 15-09-2011 for recall of attachment-Objection dismissed on 15-09-2011-
vision filed before District Judge against order dated 17-08-2010-District Judge condoned
the Delay and High Court agreed with the same-Held, No sufficient cause made out merely
becaude respondent is the State the delay cannot be condoned- Delay in filing execution case
6}\ e cannot be a Ground to condone the delay in filing Revision. €T Y®R 2014(4) RLW Page 3173

e o gl A Limitation Act, 1963, Sec. 5_ Condonation of delay- Appeal against
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rejection of suit for specific performance filed after delay of 1916 days i.e. about 5-1/4
Years- the ground is lack of communication with the lawyer- Held- The assertions appear to
be incorrect_ they do not evoke confidence- it clearly reflects negligence lack of action
diligently and inactivity on the part of appellants in not contraction their lawyer for such a
long period — No case of condonation of delay is made out in absence of affidavit of lawyer
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