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CASE NO. CGIT/LC/EPFA/24/2022
M/s Municipal council Naugaon Chhatarpur Vs. APFC Sagar
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8-6-2022 Taken up for hearing.

Shri Uttam Maheshwari, Learned counsel for the Appellant.
Shri J.K.Pillai, Learned counsel for the Respondent.

| Perused the report of the Registry

| - :

! The order under appeal is under section 14-B and 7Q of the |
! Employees Provident Fund and Misc. Provisions Act, 1952, ‘
\ hereafter referred to the word Act. The appeal has been filed on |
1

' 27-5-2022 against the order dated 25-2-2021, hence barred by |

limitation.

The learned counsel for the appellant presses his L.A.

Respondent filed reply to I.A’s is taken or record.

. As regards maintainability of Appeal against Order Under Section

7Q, which is separately passed, it is made clear that this appeal |

has bgeen admitted only against order Under Section 14B of the

Act. The Appellant may seek remedy in proper forum with regard |

to Order under 7Q of the Act. ‘ e
The appellant has filed an application for condonation of delay.

He has relied on.qrder of Hon’ble the Apex Court-dated 10-1-2022

in case of Sou Motu Writ Petiion(C ) No.3 of 2020 RE in

cognizance, of extension of limitation: Hon’ble the Apex court has

made the following directions in the case referred.

Q) “Taking into consideration the arguments advanced-by learned Lt
counsel and the impact of the surge of the virus on public Mallh

and adversities faced by litigants in the pruunhng conditions, we

deem it appropriate to dispose of the MLAN0.21/2022 with the

following directions:-

1.The order dated 23-3—20%() is restored and in continuation of

the subsequent orders dated 8-3-2021, 27-4-2021 and 23-9-2021,

itis directed that the period from 15-3-2020 till 28-2-2022 shall |
stand excluded for the purposes of lmitation as may  be

: prescribed under any general or special laws in respect ()I‘-ull

P y judicial or quasi-judicial proceedings. 3

2.Consequentty, the biadance period of imitation rentiining as on |
3-10-2021 , it any, shall become avarlable with effect from 1-3- |
2022.

| 3.In cases where the limitation would haverexpired during the
| B i period between 15-3-2020 null 28-2-2022, uol\nlhsl.uuhnh the
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) with effect
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have a limitation period of 90 days from | 2ining,
the actual balance period of fimitation remldn or peri
from 1-3-2022 is greater than 90 days, that 1008

apply.
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4.1t is further clarified that the period from ]5"3'292:: e Zfiod
2022 shall also stand excluded in compu“"gb_:r;“:n anid
prescribed under Section 23(4) and 29(A) of t<he Arbi | Courts
Conciliation Act,l")‘)(), Section 12A of the Commcrc:‘ iable
Act,2015 and provisos (b) and (¢) of Section 138 oft'hc tf-’,‘ ihe |
Instruments Act, 1881 and any other laws, whoc.h prcsf;ter |
period(s) of limitation for instituting proceedings, d)elav) ,
limits(within which the Court or Tribunal can condone y) |
and termination of proceedings.

{
|
|

| have also heard, Advocate Shri Uttam Mahe§hwari, and Shl;;
JK,Pillai, Advocate on application for condonation of delay an
application for stay. :

Herte in the light of the aforesaid order of Hon’ble the Apex
Court, the delay is to be condoned inspite of being vehemently
opposed by the learned counsel for the respondent. Accordingly
condoning the delay the appeal is registered. Since the amounf
under appeal has already been recovered, as informed by learned
counsel for the appellant, Hence I.A.regarding stay is disposed of
accordingly.

Respondents to counter within 30 days from today with
documents after serving a copy thereof to learned counsel for the

appellant. Rejoinder if any, within 15 days thereafter.
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