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“Limitation Act,1963 Section. 5&While  consideringithe question of condonation of
delay in filing of revision , appeal or reference by state Govt. the Court,Tribunal or
Authority has to first consider merists of the matter and where there is good case on
merits the rule is to condone' result lin public mischief on skilful management
of delay in the process of filing appeal etc. and public at large

would be sufferer that makes. a distinction and 'category of litigant state as
compared to ordinary litigants”
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“ Liberal view should‘be Taken in Cononing The Dely in Filling' The appeal”
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