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1. sît fas qHIR TGTOfT 

Arufg 

2, 3, 4, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14 

fip: 29.01.2024 

1. YZ 341A 4-IF� 3fy4, 1956 T RT 76 3-i 

¿1H144G & OlG H. 61 T¢16 06.04.91, $Ol H. 350 

ficp 26.02.2010, 1cG H. 138 ti 20.06.2001, q 
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ST|olT H. 313 feio 20.04.2009 fag ýg 



yaIRta HeI 131/2017 (GCMS NO 2016/00015) 

(Ex party) 3THi IS SI 

16, 4. &. 89/224 oT feh l 18 GT 23, q. 4. 90/225 oT 

fchl . 21,4.1. 89/225 T fDI 1 dI 4, 6 dI 25, i. 

88/225 T fhqT . 25, s. . 89/226 cbT fhll . 1 I 10 

q 4. A. 90/226 T fhcT . 1 q 2 i 45 T qR 
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Ä. 61 fàiG 20.03.1991 farIHTT FlgT FVAI ferT | 

usT H. 1 Srdoli Å. 138 fG|o 02.10.2001 qI 

18.12.2009 144 4 fgT 1.897 4cf 1 

TI 14 qH fhyT foI leI 150 fj 
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368, RRD 1991 qs 492, RRD 1996 Yu 457, RRD 2008 i 

805, RRD 1985 170, RRD 1993 ui 502, RRT 2022 (1) 

qu 494, RRD 1989 s 224, RRD 86 ti 673, T 

6. T HET 1, 2, 3, 4, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14 faET 



vot.IIR 3o vteen 131/2017 (GCMS NO 2016/00016) 

(3) RLW Anukampa Avas Vika / State Of Rajasthan 
(Rajasthan Hight Court ) CIVIL COURT CASES 2018 (3) 

s.c. , RLW 2015 (4) 2936, RILW 2003 (4) (Sc) 509, 
DNJ 2008 (SC) tu 805, CCC 2016 (1) (SC) tu 445, DNJ 

2016 (4) (Sc) t 1729, RLW 1997 (2) (SC) tG 1004, I 

06.04.91, gTOlA 0. 350 feio 26.02.2010, O1A F0. 138 
fais 20.06.2001, q _tbl Å. 313 f¢i# 20.04.2009 T 
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3TN 3to eton 131/2017 (GCMS N0 2016//00015) 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA, CIVIL 

APPELLATE JURISDICTION,CIVIL APPEAL NOS. 6414-6417 
OF 2008 (Arising out of SLP(C) Nos.201011-21014 of 2007) 

Pundlik Jalam Patil (D) by Lrs. Versus Exe.Eng.Jalgaon 
Medium Project & Anr. 

"For the aforesaid reasons, we hold that the high 

court gravely erred and excercised its discretion to condone the 

inordinate delay of 1724 days though no sufficient cause has 
been shown by the applicants. It is for that reason, we interfere 

with the decision of the high court and set aside the same. The 
appeals are accordingly allowed without any orders as to 

costs." 
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