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“Thisis an application f

121 Even as per the petition itself the appeal a obtaining the copy of before 27 May, 2013,
Bl Undiputey, the orid copy wessvlale an 29 A, 2013 ¢ sppears o e bon sen ot Oftr Commding 120 RCC, GREE on 7y, 2013 finally it was sent to the proposal for filing tho appeal in the last woek of June, 2013,
Even assuming that thi Irom 1Juy. 2013 e o apeal was acually e an % March, 2014, mvmng has been stated as to what happened n the monm s Zﬂlland Lhen st asinge avermemmreqam to this month, In the affidavit it s slaled um n uw Bt ook o Angusl 2013 th o f e ChotEnginot ank e e ocords

Slong with approval t the H.0. 155, BRTF during Tas part o Augsh, 2013, In

i Thereafter, Cout fees, etc. was arranged We fail to should be a separate pr
even as per o handod averan 20° Ocaber, 2013 o veing b he drah s actaly stied on 21 Jnaary,

lay till
e s cond ot e seiod oo Evon o the sl s vt on 21 Jamiry. 2011 th appes whe ot oy o 3 Mrch 001

[  on 19" Septmber, ked d one St SK. Das who has also fled th
pproal had boo grata st o f e oy o imtoy of was no del
T Tharloe. 1 lookthroa morth o L Dapariment 1 vt th dvi Thre 1 explimaion Worth i e why

151 Di Appl. No.112 of 2014 in WA No.56 of 2014 dealing vith a similar matter held as folows:
period. bylaw.

(4] This the fact y. There s lot

In Commissioner of Wealth Tax, Bombay Vrs. Amateur Riders Club, Bombay : 1994 Supp (2) SCC 603 the Apex Court held as follows:

we cannot Ris Should not be treated as any other inde
indifference i

3 which felp o even which
necessarily bogged dow red:

“Even wilh al thi latitude,

In Collector, Land Acquisit another Vrs. Mst. Katiji £ (1987) 2 5CC 107 th held as follows:

-
h

meris

2
3."Bvery day@@@@@s delay must bo explained" does not mean that a

B or or
5. its

fdes. A lnigant tobenefit Infact

what,in
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In State of Haryana vrs. Chandra Mani and Others: (1996) 3 SCC 132 , there was 109 delay in iling the LPA and the Apex Court held that certz having regard to th 1 red-apism. H the State
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(111 Accordingly, the application for condonation of delay is alowe, subject to payment of Rs.5,000/-as costs. The costs be paid within two months from today to the Bar Council of Tripura which i to be used for welfare of the Advocates.
n2 “The appeal be lsted for admission afler two months on 09.06.2015.

C.M. Application is disposed of
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