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Seeking exception to an order passed by the learned Writ
Court in the matter of directing reinstatement of a Panchayat
Teacher with consequential effect, there is delay of more than five
years and 32 days in filing of this appeal under Clause 10 of the
Letters Patent.

The Writ Court decided the matter on 23.03.2011 based on
certain division benches judgments of this Court and the appeal
has been filed as indicated hereinabove after a delay of more than
five years and 32 days. The delay is explained in [.A. N0.4969 of
2016 by contending that on 23.03.2011 the matter was disposed of
and the District Level Committee took a decision for filing the
appeal on 14.10.2015 and thereafter the matter was forwarded and
the appeal was filed on 20™ May, 2016. What was done in the
matter between 23.03.2011 up to 14.10.2015 and after 14.10.2015
up to filing of this appeal on 20" May, 2016 is not at all explained
in the application for condonation of delay. On the contrary,
learned counsel while seeking condonation of delay made much
emphasis on certain judgments of this Court which he says have
held contrary views. Neither the decisions of the Division Bench
nor the particulars of the orders passed taking a contrary view have

been indicated in the application. That apart, we are not satistied
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with the inordinate delay and therefore, we reject the application.

The appeal stands consequently dismissed.

(Rajendra Menon, CJ)

( Anil Kumar Upadhyay, J)
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