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ITEM No.38 Court No. 8 SECTION IX
A/N MATTER

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) N0.19644/1999

(From the judgement and order dated 30/09/1993 in WP 2065/93
of The HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY)

VITHOBA DEO GAR Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
TARABAI AND ANR Respondent (s)

(With prayer for interim relief )
(' With Appin(s). for c/delay in filing SLP & substitution )
With

SLP(C)N0.8161/1999

Date : 30/04/2001 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SYED SHAH MOHAMMED QUADRI
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.N. PHUKAN

For Petitioner (s) Mr.Bhimrao Naik,Sr.Adv.
Mrs V.D. Khanna,Adv.

For Respondent (s)
Ms. J.S. Wad,Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
ORDER
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Application for substitution is ordered.

There is a delay of 717 days in filing this special
leave petition which is directed against the judgment and
order of the Hon’ble High Court of Bombay in Second
Appeal N0.610/1998 dated December 8, 1998.

In the affidavit filed in support of I.A.No.2 of
1999, at page no.259 in para ll, it is stated that the
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certified copy of the order was applied for before
16.1.1999 but was not yet made ready. This application
was signed on April 29, 1999. However, later in 1.A.No.5



of 2001 which was supported by the affidavit of the
advocate Mr.Narayan K.lyer, it is stated on oath that he
has sent the certified copy to the concerned advocate in
the month of April, 1999. In view of these two
contradictory statements and on the facts of this case,
we are not satisfied that the delay in filing of this
S.L.P. has been properly explained. On the contrary,
the petitioners have tried to make out a false case to
seek the condonation of delay. There is no cause let
alone sufficient cause to condone inordinate delay of 717
days. The application for condonation of delay is
therefore dismissed. Consequently, the special leave
petition is also dismissed.
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No sufficient cause has been shown to condone
exorbitant delay of 1952 days in filing of this S.L.P.
The application for condonation of delay is therefore
dismissed. Consequently, the special leave petition is
also dismissed.
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[Naresh Kumar] [Kanwal Singh]
Court Master Court Master



