ORDER SHEET

W ORDER | ORDER OR PROCEEDING WITH SIGNATURE OF

g T

11.04.20258

Matter taken up.

Leammi Senior Counsel Mr. Ashish Shrivastava present fOl‘
Appdlam Establishment assisted by Mr. Ghanshyam Burman
' and Pr&\h‘m}f Bairagi. Leamed Counsel for Respondcm

l-‘ N \(&l(\

| Authority Mr. , Vivek Rana pment ﬁle-s objection on

appluanon of Appcllant Establishment for condonation of
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Learned Semog(t‘oﬂn\el for _Appellant \Establishment his

applu.atmjn of&mdmatmn ofdﬁlay\ﬁeard bo ‘\%ﬁe L\.Td% and
 perused ‘the reéord Orde{ under appeal was,.,pa's ed on
04.10. "OLA qaécmdmn to }\ppellant Establ lmfenf. they
appmach? %on ble High Coun UF Chhattisg /arh-at /Bilaspur

Ordgg) way ot m;paw B L. N9 4 which
{»—»0 k,.w alvogiservan that the
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Appellant Estab 'ahmentfé*lggat;s\hmﬂb file“appeal against

order w/s. 14-B and 7- with.a. digection 1 this Tribunal that it
is for this Tribunal to decide the case in accordance with law
on its own merits without being influence by any observation
made in the order. Leamned Senior Counsel submits the appeal
is within period of limitation from the date of order of Hon’ble
High Court, further submits that there are serious question of
law to be decided in this appeal, hence justice requires that
delay be condoned and the lis be decided on merit.
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Learned Counsel for Respondent Authority opposes this
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In the light of observation made by Hon’ble High Court and in
the spirit of the order, delay in filing this appeal is in condoned

AS regards, the 1A, against recovery, I am of the view that the

Appellant Establishment has successfully made out a prima-

facie case in their arguments which requiresto be adjudicated

by this Tribunal. Keeping in view, the amount as well
attending circumstances anthe'case-l and, interest of justice
will be serve / g)&.@ﬁ«& g&n&g}é}h&mm protection
against recov I’X@% ce«*’recovery fecovery of ‘amoﬁ%t\u iappeal is
stayed on the @"‘ndltlon of dep()sn 9f\40% 0 a%mu t with the
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Register ‘Opyaof memo of appeal and documentthav

7already
been served\on &e&pondent‘ i}gﬁedi Counsel. C” lyter within

four weeks. Rej on?éer within two weeksftl‘l{r’eaﬁer
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List on 22.08.2025 for‘ﬁnal‘Arguments./

Upload this order.
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