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: Asstt.Provident Fund Commissioner
Present: |
_ For the Appellant : Mr.H.L.Chheda,
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v _Authorized Representative
| For the Respandent : 'Mrs.Kashimiré'S,‘aWént;}Adv.'
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L o 1. The prestent appeal is filed by the appellant under sectlon 7(|) of the
[t EPF & MP Act, 1952 (hereinafter referred to as 'Act) agamst the order dated}
44 27.11.2019 passed by the Assistant Provident Fund Commissioner, the
" Respondent under section 14-B of the Act.

2. Alongwith appeal the appellant has filed application for. condoning
- the delay o SRR : LA
| 3. The learned counsel for the Respondent objected the appllcatlon for}f :

condoning the delay
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l-days explred on 02 04 2020 The Appellant submltted that the Govt of:jlndla as;;"‘» -
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The rmpugned order has been passed by the. Respondent on
ThlS oaner was recelved on 02 12 2019 Appeal was flled onv;__*"

well as the Govt. Of Maharashtra has declared lock down under the provisions of

W,he Disaster Management Act due to pandemic of COVID-19. The Appellant

further submitte that the appellant was unable to file appeal within stlpulated‘ ‘
time of 60 days and within further period of 60 days smce on 23 03 2020 lock
down for COVID-19 was declared.. ' ‘ R

5, Perusal of the application for condonation of delay reveals that

sufficient cause has been mentioned in the appllcatlon Accordmg to the verdict
of Hon'ble Apex Court(due to the specual arcumstances of the pandemlc COVlD-

19 delay condonatlon application is allowed. -
{1 | ll

: .'6‘. Since thls‘appeal is filed under Sectlon 14~B in Wthh penal damages;"’

is assessed to be Rs 8,28,037. Legal representative of the Appellant submitted
before me that the: Appellant has made a part payment of the assessed damages
Wl‘lICh comes to Rs. 2 44 ,000/- The amount assessed by the Respondent as per the
lmpugned order as damages is Rs.8,28, 037/ and the perlod |s spread over from
;2/2006 to 10/20()9 ppproxumately for 3 years. Itis pertlnent to note that the:
- pre-deposit under %ectlon 7-0 pertains to the assessed amount under Section 7-A
and not mandatorlly requwed under Section 14-B.

7. Keeplng, the facts and circumstances. and the submlssmns made’ by‘
the Appellant it should not be \/a blanket stay order but at least 20% of the-.
assessed amount wnthln 3 weeks.bl\m,bk lu,ah,#val—ul ' el |

In view of the above, pass the following order.

(i) Delay lnxflllng the appeal is condoned.

. Learned <ounsel for the Appellant has also flled an appllcatlon for_fl‘--‘, .
walver of deposit under proviso to Section 7-0 of the P.F. Act.
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| Appea‘ ls‘ admitted subject to the condition’ that the appellant has to’_‘:;
“ deposut 20% of the‘ assessed  amount within - three weeks Therea' |
|mpugned order isi:stayed and the respondent is- dlrected not t 4
coercnve steps till furt her orders.
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(JU TICE NﬂR'/NATH KAKKAR)

PRESIDING OFFICER




