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The State-petitioners have filed this review petition seeking for review of the order d
ated 12.03. 2015 passed in WP.(C) . No.7021 of 2004, which has been di sposed of directing the S
tate-petitioners to consider the case of opposite parties giving appointment in any Cl ass-111
or Cass-IV posts within a period of six nonths.

Along with the review application, Msc. Case No.63 of 2017 has been filed under Sectio
n5 of Limtation Act for condonation of delay of 714 days in preferring the review applicatio
n.

Heard M. A K Mshra, |earned Additional Government Advocate for the State-petitioners
and M. S. Mhanty, |earned counsel for opposite parties no.1 to 4.

M. A K Mshra, |learned Additional Government Advocate for the State-petitioners state
s that the reasons for delay have been explained in the Iimtation petition itself.

M. S. Mhanty, |earned counsel for opposite parties no.1 to 4 states that the reasons
for delay in filing the review petition which have been explained in the limtation petition i
s not hing but bureaucratic novenment of file. Therefore, delay may not be condoned.

Consi dering the contentions raised by | earned counsel for the parties and after going t
hrough the records, it appears that sufficient cause has not been shown for condonation of del
ay of 714 days in filing the review petition. In State of Odi sha and another v. Snt.Bishnupriy
a Routray and another, 2014 (Il1) ILR 938, this Court considered simlar question of condonatio
n of delay in filing the application. Considering the same applying to the present context, th
is Court is not inclined to condone the delay of 714 days in filing the review petition.

In that view of the matter, the misc. case filed for condonation of delay is dismssed.
Accordingly, the review petition is also dism ssed.

Dr. B.R Sarangi, J.



