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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY 

BENCH AT AURANGABAD

CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 12771 OF 2024

 IN AOST/31141/2024

RAVINDRA BANSILAL SANCHETI

VERSUS

MAHARASHTRA STATE ELECTRICITY DISTRIBUTION

COMPANY LTD. AND ANOTHER

...

Mr. Ajeet D. Kasliwal, Advocate for Applicant.

Mr. Anil S. Bajaj, Advocate for Respondent Nos.1 and 2.

…

        CORAM : S. G. CHAPALGAONKAR, J.

   DATED  : 17th JANUARY, 2025.

P.C.:- 

1. Heard learned Advocate appearing for the respective parties.

2. By this application, the applicant seeks to condone the delay

of 23 days caused in filing Appeal.

3. Mr.  Bajaj,  learned  Advocate  appearing  for  respondents

vehemently opposes application contending that reasons as stated

are not sufficient to condone the delay.

4. However,  Mr.  Kasliwal,  learned  Advocate  points  out  that

delay is not intentional and no prejudice would be caused to the

respondents.

5. Looking to the length of delay and reasons as stated in the

application, sufficient cause is made out.  Hence, following order:

ORDER

a. Civil Application is allowed in terms of prayer Clause (B).

b. Delay of 23 days caused in filing Appeal is hereby condoned.
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c. Appeal be registered.

d. On registration of Appeal, place the same for admission on 

04.02.2025.

(S. G. CHAPALGAONKAR)

JUDGE
Devendra/January-2025


