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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA, CIVIL 

APPELLATE JURISDICTION,CIVIL APPEAL NOS. 6414-6417 



yeIR,Ttt HI 40/2024 (GCMS NO 2024/7) 

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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