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M/L 31 

 05.01.2026 

Rohit 

ct.no.12 

                 IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA 
                 CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

                APPELLATE SIDE 
 

                 MAT 1544 of 2025 

With 

        I.A. No.: CAN 1 of 2025 
        I.A. No.: CAN 2 of 2025 

         
 

                 Dilip Kumar Choudhury 
               Versus 

The Regional Provedent Fund Commissioner, 
Durgapur & Ors. 

 
 

   Mr. Piush Chaturvedi, Sr. Adv 
   Mr. Harisankar Chattopadhyay 
   Mr. Asutosh Pandey 
   Mrs. Shipra Santra 
                            …for the Appellant  
 
   Mr. Anil Kr. Gupta 
            …for the PF Authorities 
 
   Mrs. Sharmistha Ghosh 
   Ms. Sanjukta Dutta 
   Mr. Ranit Ray 
                …for the Respondent No. 5 

 

     IN RE : CAN 1 OF 2025 

1. Heard the learned Counsel for the appellant 

as well as the learned Counsel for the 

respondent nos. 1,2,3 & 5.  

2. While considering this application for 

condonation of 48 days delays in filing the 

connected appeal on January 17, 2025, we 

permitted the learned Counsel for the 

appellant to file supplementary affidavit 
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explaining the delay in as much as we were 

not satisfied in the explanation given in the 

present application. 

3. Today, when the matter is taken up, learned 

Counsel for the appellant has filed the 

supplementary affidavit. 

4. Mr. Gupta, learned Counsel for the 

respondent no. 1 to 3 further submits that no 

certified true copy of the order dated January 

31, 2025 has been annexed in the 

memorandum of appeal nor the delay has 

been properly explained and, therefore, the 

present application should be dismissed. 

5. On perusal of the records, particularly, the 

memorandum of appeal we find the certified 

true copy of the judgment and order dated 

January 31, 2025 passed in WPA 27817 of 

2023 has been annexed. Further, on 

consideration of paragraphs 3 and 4 of the 

supplementary affidavit we are satisfied that 

proper explanation has been given for 

condoning the delay of 48 days. In that view 

of the matter, the delay of 48 days is 

condoned. 

6. Accordingly, CAN 1 of 2025 stands disposed 

of.  
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   IN RE : MAT 1544 OF 2025 

7. Heard the learned Counsel for the appellant 

as well as the learned Counsels for the 

respondents. 

8. On request made by the learned Counsel for 

the respondent nos. 1, 2 & 3, list the matter 

on January 15, 2026.  

 

(Lanusungkum Jamir, J.) 

 

(Rai Chattopadhyay, J.) 


