
 

                                                                                                                       Page 1 of 2. 

                                                                                    

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK 

WP(C) No. 15381 of 2015 

The Liquidator, M/s. Shree 

Jagannath Weavers 

Cooperative Society Mills Ltd. 

    .....             Petitioner 

       Mr. S. Mallik, Advocate 

           -versus-  

Regional Prov. Fund 

Commissioner & Anr. 

       .....           Opposite Parties 

      Mr. B. Nayak, Advocate 

       (Opp. Party Nos. 1 & 2) 

 

CORAM: 

THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE BIRAJA PRASANNA SATAPATHY 

 

ORDER 

22.06.2026 

Order No. 08  

1. This matter is taken up through hybrid mode. 

2. Heard Mr. S. Mallik, learned counsel appearing for the Petitioner 

and Mr. B. Nayak, learned counsel appearing for the Opp. Party Nos. 

1 & 2. 

3. Learned counsel appearing for the Petitioner contended that even 

though an application was filed seeking review of the order passed 

under Sec. 7-B of the Act, but the same was rejected on the ground of 

delay vide the impugned order dtd.30.06.2015 under Annexure-7.  

3.1. It is contended that since along with the review application, an 

application for condonation of delay was also filed under Annexure-

6, the review application could not have been rejected on the ground 

of delay.  

4. Mr. B. Nayak, learned counsel appearing for the Commissioner on 

the other hand contended that since in the Act itself, there is no such 
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provision for condonation of delay. no illegality or irregularity can be 

found with the impugned order.  

5. Having heard learned counsel appearing for the Parties, considering 

the submission made and since it is not disputed that there is no such 

provision for condonation of delay in making an application under the 

provisions of EPF Act, this Court finds no illegality or irregularity 

with the impugned order. 

5.1. It is open for the Petitioner to take appropriate action in 

accordance with law against the original order passed under Sec. 7-A 

of the Act. 

6. The writ petition accordingly stands disposed of. 

 

    (BIRAJA PRASANNA SATAPATHY)  

Judge 
Sneha 
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