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6.rqf{qrgrE slBqdr,
ato gneq zfBr+t BlTm.

\,IEI TIq;T ETUFITTT dqTd

/c.ot./fufu /d.wr.qr.fr.,/ zozt tilcrd. ft-{i-6 tv lollaoa\Fqf6

qfr,

r 5w erffii.
ato rsr*rq qrBl+t funq
qR#d dqrd/(E /qt.) iNTd/
iEtt/se-dg{/-{rfdq{

2. gqff oldlrsr ffr.
alo wnerq qiffi fr^.rrlT

3. 1rrrK 6.rdqtr{ q*,
aio rsrcrq qiffi fdfl-.I

rfg,il. ...........................

Erg...........................__..._

frvq:- artqfl /g:qwlB d,.,r'n or .1r}I qFd ot-) ig qrqr frti .ri'qrqrsfic 116-{or)

{ qr+ftq ;riruercI eni qlto fiulq q) 3{Jilra4-r { orrqr}(r f{tr*,iq oriu 
"rr€l

tg "3IrAv sroq' fuq-.rd frs{rfi t

irElfr-Eq orqfcrq oT q, o-{io 14146 ftci6 23.10.2023 Fi qa 6q'i6 16j23 frii6
29.12.2V23

-0-
Eq'qr gw oruho d rtqFtd trii or sqa)+r ori or oe of iirc-a) qETr{ *

ord'ryRa Rnr{r d 6d-{d G ffic-fd ofqr{tqf iirr q$ 2oot d offinft6 q6q
erm6t 6i frt rrn offi qlq-rT d anq vs s{ 2ses { mf, otrdrfui tg dr.l. +1
.€ eqqqrr q}.Tfl oT 6p1 q6i ridtff Re qi{iorcit or "Eeiq 3it{ 3f,qB ffd qri' d
srrEiR qr ciferur 6-{i 1,ti gv rqfr d eraq=srdrr lM d q-6voTI ol ftrro-qq fu-g
.nft fuzn srrlr t, S H-.ier i tr{$ wtt F}l) r1r'1 g 

1

gw'+r<la-o d rif,rn .t Ss qqfd -.i t.(:l lif,{ur .fi eird d, ftr-ar} :il-aftq ga
T'rdq drc Td fr'Ff-d ffi crq rd-qur tnl'\l<ra{ur ta $ s-sn q.R-d Fr"fu d q-6ryr
t, qrfuoro,of -'ffiI d srqd.+i or f{cra,ror t+rm-r oiT+rr d qrq.{ fr d{i d
sldsr R-i rd tr
. q-qqr t41q t' ffi V.ri rffi .d u.;,i,,1.J ii tp1fi1;ft7grp6q .; ri-drf .ffS-ffi2*fiqft tnr rkrrtr ai.,?.-l orcrfar:J .r,r r;,i.'r .i\ lErn w, fl6r g.ii qftelot fuqr
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qr{r e den qR re qEII qrdl t fu rovor ii crrr" of action s(q-'r Eli d qiE

3rCq"rD-(I' frFiq t qrfi fu-qtrrqr t d) 3.S "trriq 3fu 3l-{E ffd qri' d eflErR q-{

srqrq fArd qri +1 6rffi ol irrff t t

gm r€fr d \.o trf,{vr ftrsii ol od-znfi s{ 1987-88 t odqlRd Tenq-{r li
ftgffi Et t) G s{ 2o1Fls { +qTF{f<r gt e} oer go 3Fq offi ; tr{ zoos t
oti"rtftf, {enqqr q fum gar en f,arr s{ zora i ffigc gsir w d em lz e{ d
scrif, 6"qt<fi qttrr'r d -r,, eg u"t ro . zo q{. :o sS o1 tsT sq-ik wrqqn q}tr{r

6r dr,I ww 6{i ig s{ zozr n Re qrft-fl <r{s at 'r{ * I

sm fte qrfuor or ft{r.rrq qmftq ;{rrqrarl drcr \ro erq fte qrfuor t qifto

Fpfs d norcr it 3pqrnfi d ft-{T-f,r"T d 3na?r d qrtqq t fu-qr rEIr enl+s I fr
qmfiq va amlrdq cnr ffis Rz qtE--61 i qrki fuq A rorvr n srlrra-fi ft{o-{"I
6ri d 3ni:r fui .ri E vsn crEroro-of affi 6i sftI otl'q frlrr,r atr {d lt dEf,
Rri .d e) t tt rq'-r"r i errora<dl or ft-sr.nqq go arotru gRI uTfi fttn .rn on?{r

d qrtqq t fu-qr rrqr d M qhftIft qrq-d 3rtrot6<r'2, rja'q ot iBa tt

3mr6)ft{trdft-qrsrortfuqRsrqd{r€lq'sdTvRetad3I*;Rers'fl
q-da d q-6r"r d ffit ad-qfiZTrrr{rr;I *s<r o-t dnt qr6i rrqr * dsn qFrftq

*rrrd" 6riT 3ffiri{i ftrr61q A 3{rarr ft-} 'd d d e-rrur of q-{ft dI M gn

qd ro rirs E) sd {s entvr srsq d ergvn fi r$f+nr 3rrtYT qrft 5gi 6r o€
olr

q'R 3{rq-o} {fl sGiE n oE wsowr qr ffiRm qn-+Tfr ol g{rqY{fif,I di d
gs oxleu o1 AE Ynrsr d 3TrEc{F qTriifi fi qrq fu-qr qr root tt

oqqr ftfut or f,srE $ q.ra-r gftRad 6t t

€d.l-q:- sqltffrTflrt
enivr vnsq t,

[5s
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do snpa qifl*d F+rFl

;td "rql,atorq 
T r'+iqra

7uc (ffi)7drerarfu.7zozs

7 Twttt/ /

Err enier d qrtqq * qm'flq ts-?'t 'qTsrErrl *g('16 {dR uX pg fr--A$"

'b.lt-' 25086/20zr frfivr ft-'lrfi vE 04 sr+r 'qir; 
qqm$l vs 3ru)- q {nE-fl dd

qaRerl ail}fi **'u#' H-z td- 9,ry* ort-ta qe os tr'nrqm areffie

;eirtr'tr s ,.r<l qr 'nr{#-;#'r;# i"" (') ",lt'etu mq'tr iar{c i-'r) i2) dl 3r'cn-s

ucr (tct) (3) 'J) 
..ffi''(#).k) ; y$1 *. ta-q sq (s) fi +''t< fiq-E (ts<)

'r) Htct Re fu-eBtn i -rrdi .td}'rti'''- qi 'Hdtr 
I\ ftrr+aoT fu-ql qt {6r E I

v ;,; ; ftrqro s'r g. q.^e1ryI-a!'F o:iarft-q) a{ qr+'lnr s-a a{'ul{q

ssdlu E'ilr + n'l; nt ma* *' 'uo'"/'i)''' 
** "- 

rrF-fiq qrTf,t 3 frE

llgt,JOr '.n$ 'rd 
?i

lsr) ?rrffor .51 ,11'q i5€ gv ultoifru) 6Rr Grff frtt rri c{r+cl ft-{l-{ 07

og.zozr o] ft-rr.r ffiqr qra t

@) nftr+rRut o) eirlcr Fcd ctd fu a qrftor.iTf,i -otlarRu} ol vmr

dRl $qq-g{tl g,{ srfi qfsrc) .t orlen zr-i.qft Ulurir/ flTtlrlll

ita?qn dlqtTI ot artl wlt E-..frq opi qB-o q-<rq 6i i

(rr) r{i,rflRdi *'1 36{u f*d srt io.. a .qrfufl'rof of'lrful +.r i'i't

\e{r +1 Yrfrr cE EYrr arq [<rl oi I

/e) r lri ,i1 u it .'"1 ;1{l qTE{{I cr.q{fd {<t{ Enr sirr l€ qrffq,l dtl ft{rd-{ur qift-o efllsl

R-tio zz 't i+< zozr d qtgq $ fdqr {qr t dBqnsx t
On due consideration of aforesaid' the petition is disposed of by directing the

etitioners to file a fresh representation within a week before the respondent

No.4, who shall decide the same in accordance with law within a Period of 6

It is made clear that this Court has not expressed any opinion on merits

of the matter'

(sl fid qrFi+r i5.2so86/?o21 fr tnfttr R"fq F.:ra 71zozr 
q):'t'luls'r li rltl'l os

{iqrf:l..ri(t +rri.ttRa offill 'fi ei< t} \ro {ru'i.i opqrt<c sifu+'itli q{st ti-''{ rn-J

o ,lrt{q I't flrto 11.o42o2; a;I utqt l+'qr T:qr zli' f}'H'J 3t< :l}utt1 
-1s\ i::qr*,J<r tor) ,r$ 3ir.lst iili:r raog.zozz qr 'vtqfi'l 'ht(l E\ 'r'il?iiro(ll J']*T*g1'

fai* ,..o.rorr o) rtln qq.1.en 'i\ FrqfiTtr {ellqqT d qtq,r*ql d $ql-'r

,iri"n7r,*# q\qqr d" srlq r n o-<i r] ri'iF'ro er. -s) rnat ot-\ or ft}<q l}''ar

weeks therefrom bY Passing a reasoned and speaking order taking into

consid eratioo the decision relied uPon by the Petitaoncrs irr Writ APPeal

No.867/2020
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(a) fte sft-6r q q'Tftd Rniq B{io 22 11-2021 o-l sld;I TS d qri d or*sr

urflrorooi +rffit Em qr-.'frq sa -'qrq lcrcl tssfid {+r d rrqet srEqmil qrEftl

*'n* oro, 7 ror3 ..,zR o1 tr{ B I s?FI 3T+II;HT tlE-o,. q Eqzir{ R-{r'F^ rs rz zozg

o't qr+fiq ;qr{rrErr i une ertrzrm o) ql1:iffi ofuRql d offi]/{{{qqrr

"t** a .+qft t $ogi u*-* T.ga: E-,arq. rri oen 5 u)-w<rot of @ e
,roi- #.ti cR * vrpt zn an+ *;"a m i fte 31fr-fl 6qI6 867/2020 d qrR-d

fi,i" fir* ,r.rn.roro $ srnn'i qj Fptq a'\ '$ f"rd or qrd al wqqrag rEr< o1 B t

(s) n+wr q qrq -{nq-f,q grcl fuTrT aJ srr'lr qer rsi oI qqtR ft( fu{r qrErorddt

;hui d snqdred ot H<rowr R-c affi6 frqr,o 867/2020 (qcfl{fi-Yd 3f,q

,-*; ft-d ) i q.rR-d FIdq ft4ru; 18oe2o2o d erSvrn u;{i ig sniprd fu-o, 'rqT

s I s;-tr fu; .tir*. q Ea,r ilI qrff 'rdqrff * W m. o) ort"qft'Zqrq{rl
rn"r<r o-r elq F{zn" st gor E ouifi 46 qlql 'rqr B fu {dqll i filnrr Ei Fqei

;; "q#; g€rd + qiT6r. Yrrrrc R,i E Fd'fln dnr {s n'?fd S r6-{'il d
F""* S 

"no 
h Aqcor a) ta;q q- 

ryQ Cc trq ific qri al 3{rorrmf,r B.l

sqt-or+sn gs trqnr t urAoioot -rnr 3TE{ffii rft rgl d"6{ 6d d
;; d 

"q., 
srrqrt<a Rrro 11.04.202, qtr F{rorur Bqr{srt fo-qr nilrf,r t'-
ge olatoo ET{r q?FauT or qffepr f}-qr rrqr t oer q€ qrql rt+r t f6:-

(si) ore+rPro offi tF'l 6rffi 3ltr srqqn |6ary4 61 6p1

rq1q 6ti tr<fr rorq, q.q.clrcrc {Jrrlrdl y{Ir{I;I fuql.I (a-d-r 3rdtr
q'+)€) qardq "iqT,i d qRrr, 6qr6 Yo *-q/'t /lotrs,zsa rtqrd

ftaa zt qd zooi,/2s qd zoot w ernnfto i. fuct ord:nR-o enr+r

d e{-"q q-{t qq .Frd{d g1-{ 6r&{rR-d ETEq qril+} d gqrq rz

E{ vE 24 s{ d sq{d g!f, qRq.a d qtqq t s=i fu{i6 tg.o+.tsgs Q

ffid enq-{ d odqftq} d nrqn F< qc d 6q}'qf, tfl{qrq 4T

6r,r zn6r r;q1 $ 1 5rftntro srdr qrdo1 d sqn EIPI slkl o-{i d ftd
+dqrRqJ drqr "fu ft-&{rq Eqid rc7o/zocn (d.r'o.crrR ?FrFI r{'r"

{n-s{ G orq) (trq ft-{i6 07.11.2005) gi +Silrd zlrEq 'FIrq 
q.s.

yns{ si 3Fq [lln (zoos) rue razs] rotq tFI s6rtr trqr trqr i t qfr

g< n+-t"ir or qrutddt-r E€rdl vE qRq, R;lr6 zt qtl zoo'r,tze qd

zoor d srtnr qt fts&qur ftqr cri o) qe qrqr oror B fu :-(i) qfr

qRq, 6) 3rur E;rrqr qri d ot-q zo sd d sq{id vq qR (ii)

q1q16$-a g;rn) o\ 3fltrR E;IlqI "nd d otfq tz-rs EsJ d '3wrd R-c

qrErol Erfi ,Sl 'r$ d t

(E) qcrd 3lffiR-fi q1h-6mdi t}ffi5 *e"R" offi rm

*n"'"+*nA d Frd 4d zooa d or[ d T { srqqra fs{r (fr6'

Ft*rrq .o qRqe 6-qr6 \qr 1 / 1 7 zooe 7fran 7 dx7 rivra i-+ro za

o,out ,oa) +t drq tfi srr'i ilz urfuor d rrnzrq t q16 zrur I I qft

z



qRq-, d qrff di d l{11"6 6) tsr or-i d gq ora d am -g ,tfi

rz- r: qfr d qrqrd ftc qrft'oT qrry ol ,rfr d r

;"*;-;-+ .N .r, qd tsgg-zoot I fi ?" d w e) q{tu

ffi "{rrt rqro os tg t anr q{ zors q tq d'rc '?} I

;q.* {fl szrwr t -rmar-offit -{ !uu;" of Action sd

,or'rf A s.,fi 6) rrm pl rrqfu qltroTo-dt-sffi E;qw os d qtq-A

t q< q{ zors t ssq E} rrqr en 1 v5w t qR Cause Of Action

;"er#;; r,t di q-d-a qn o.ffi arr ft-e qrff-ar Er:q-t o-ri

;,;#; G qr"t -F{"Tfi ersr os s{ q F-d* tu-qr rrq.I tr d-o B

tu 
'*+#*"i- o{rrffqt .rr r6{q zfrryt a-dr A sg{i Q qrrer+r

.*.; B"*; a" Bg qRriqT 3rEfrnq'isos q 3rtrf,dq sqq frqt

cause Of Aaion s;- di d sqqTo oa qd ro fryf'Ra a1 'r{ t I

(s) qR as q?F{ur o) qr;r4lu s..trrrl amllsrq am ftFla "cq'3{R.Iqr

B=[q qrftI r{s d 3i-q q qrR"'d Fpfq ft-{i6 21 3rrrftI less [ 1996 AIR

069 l" \rd fuft-d sfffl atqio s1sr"-s1s 2 /2oo8 "rrrra €q $i 3rq

; 
-".S" 

friE' t qlRd Frliq ftTi6 13 3t'rkl 2oo8 it adfu-o
,,Continuons Cause of action" d EMur t fi t-qr qrn. a'f

"lftr*"t 
6ffit 6) Re qrFdfl qrsr o-G d R-{rtn € qra os ES

$ a-r A A cRur trRr ol qr*or $rfi t q-Efu s'rd rrRT W
$ .lu q{ d qrsrd Effi d'sar/srqqn zhw+r or arq di d
Aa n qrfuo, <rq-{ ol .rg B 1 Eeftv 5s urfoor d qrwq t st
q't{ \'R-fi crRr crw f,{i +1 qlTdr {S erfi t t

(c)qR {fl roq"r o1 qr;rffq sf,f,q qr'llFrq grqr qMEd fudrc
i,Continuons Wrong', d Efto}ur e fi i€T qri. o} q-< crlr qrdr t
fu trm leTr4 'l.q.{rs{ dnr 3lrfu trm+. cF

11-13/1661 /2oT 7ftun7av dqrd ffi6 21'os2o16 d qrqq t'
a{ zoos ,t ffid offit of ftd .rn {Fr{EII;I nd-{qn d arq 6l
orzh+R-o 6{ilM i-g aq o{ frqr prtt r+fi qTE6I6di ffi{fd
-ord.nfto o{arftql d Re qlfi-or d qrwq r} qrB rK 01. 02 slerqT

oe gzq 1tr0q Afr{qrni q51 -drq ffilq; o1.o1.2o1o .t ftd w gd €t

(m)urfuor+nt ffid-fd ordr+rfto 6ffi atr R-c mfu-oi <tqr .nd
q fu-d {\ 3r-rqfu'o. fd-d< 6i itri gc s+ Re qrfumT d qEaq't ?B
r\ dl}r sr{n.'ao fu Rrtm) i) qrd il{i fE 3rqf, tftffo o-rqr gfud

nfla dar B tq) "fi s.rd CT{r aB ,rq drq Bi{i dor f+oq 3rqrEr

qpl rtrotq snler q{ sntnfto .rft t t t .'nq q-l rrr-I anqrcrd dnr

z
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trftq rz t ro s{ fd qrno Frofqi qr qlqrR-d B r srol fte freYrr d
gll Ertra oii rq*oq"r d-d< r-A B fu s€ti qrqoq d vqe{ qri t
ad-{r trdq dqt E q"r .rqr B t {s-d 3{Fdtrm qe fi qrqrrqT t fu
q'rErorcnoJ odqrfut i s{d firA s{ zoto i aq ol 'r{ frfr-qff ot

anl dd q{q 3rerql fifrrS il1 o-{i d Ho *, q-drr Re urftrmril

Ercr ori d fd a-o, s-qf, dfirfr d mr q 6E qTd qA 6fr t oTr

scf, frftrS o) ryfu, {$-{r< fu-qr tr frftrS 6) 66rq 6{i vE ssol
anr ii d s-o qfr qrqrd 5fl nre d anr fd a fc<r*t i cIK ori
tg Re qrtrrotil <T{t 6-FIT At{fi fi EE * vu-wro;r€l tl
(a)uB-oo-ai 6ffi1 6T <r4r 3Tiql-Ro fuE rs 3mD fid qii t
wEq {€-dr t oen qrr'ftq tsa.rq ;qrqlErq enr erftfulffto Efuq
;qrr{Erd d srnm q{ ffiq G e{-dE {rd uli d srnm w fr erR'o

frrn qR *.u dr qrrfiq saf,q qr{rlcl-q am rffi+o ftdq \zi
irEE Crir 

"',1 
6 sr{fuo es qq-{€I-f, ffq1gn t'-

(i) The Apex Court in State of T.N. v. Seshachalam (2007) 10 SCC 137 observed that

it is now well settled that filinB of series of representations cannot extend the

period of limitation to condone the laches on the part of the petitioner and Delay or

Laches are a relevant factor for a court of law to determine the question as to

whether the claim made by an applicant deserves consideration as law leans in

favour of those who are alert and vigilant.

(ii) ln C. Jacob v. Director of Geologv and Mining and another (2008)10 SCC 115 the

Apex Court held that Reply to the representation relating to matter which have

become stale or barred by limitation, can be reiected on that ground alone, without

examining the merits of the claim. The replies to such representations cannot

furnish a fresh cause of action or revive a stale or dead claim'

(iii) In State of Maharastra v Di8ambar reported in AIR 1995 SC 1991, the Honble

Supreme Court held as follows:

12. How a person who alleges against the State of deprivation

of his legal right, can get relief of compensation from the

State invokinB writ jurisdiction of the High Court under article

225 of the Constitution even though, he is guilty of laches or

undue delay is difficult to comprehend, when it is well settled

by decision of this Coun that no person' be he a citizen or

otherwise, is entitled to obtain the equitable relief under

Article 226 of the Constitution if his conduct is blame- worthy

because of laches, undue delay' acquiescence' waiver and the

\,

like
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Moreover, how a citizen claiming discretionary relief under

Article 226 of the Constitution against a State, could be

relieved of his obligation to establish his blameworthy

conduct for gettint such reliei where the State against which

relief is sought is a welfare State, is also difficult to

comprehend. Where the relief sought under Article 226 of

the Constitution by a person a8ainst the welfare State is

founded on its alleged illegal or wrongful executive action'

the need to explain laches or undue delay on his part to

obtain such reliel should, if anythinS, be more stringent than

in other cases, for the reason that the State due to laches or

undue delay on the part of the person seeking relief, may not

be able to show that the executive action complained of was

legal or correct for want of records pertaining to the action or

for the otficers who were responsible for such action not

being available later on

Further, where granting of relief is ctaimed aBainst the State

on alleged unwarranted executive action, is bound to result

in loss to the public exchequer of the state or in damage to

other public interest, the High Court before granting such

relief is required to satisry itself that the delay or laches on

the part of a citizen or any other person in approaching for

relief under Article 226 of the Constitution on the alleged

violation of his legal right, was wholly iustified in the facts

and circumstances, instead of ignoring the same or leniently

considerinB it.

Thus, in our view, persons seeking relief against the state

under Article 226 of the constitution, be they citizens or

otherwise. cannot get discretionary relief obtainable

thereunder unless they fully satisfy the High Court that the

Iacts and circumstances of the case clearly justified the laches

or undue delay on their part in approachint the Court for

grant of such discretionary relief' Therefore, where a High

Court grants relief to a citizen or any other person under

Article 226 of the Constitution against any person including

.the State without considerinB his blame-worthy conduct,

such as laches or undue delay, acqulescence or waiver, tlrc

relief so granted becomes unsustaina ble even if the relief was

granted in respect of alleged deprivation of his legal right by

the State.

(iv) The Apex court in Union of lndia v

follows:

M.K. Sarkarb (2010) 2 SCC 59 held as

5
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"The order of the Tribunal allowing the first application of

respondent without examining the merits' and directing

appellants to consider his representation has given rise to

unnecessary litigation and avoidable complications When a

belated representation in regard to a 'staler or 'dead'

issue/dispute is considered and decided' in compliance with a

direction by the Court/Tribunal to do so' the date of such

decision can not be considered as furnishin8 a fresh cause of

action for reviving the'dead' issue or time-barred dispute'

The issue of limitation or delay and laches should be

considered with reference to the original cause of action and

not with reference to the date on which an order is passed in

compliance with a court's direction Neither a court's direction

to consider a representation issued without examining the

merits, nor a decision given in compliance with such diredion'

will extend the limitation' or erase the delay and laches'"

(v) The Apex Court in S S' Balu vs' State of Kerala (2009) 2 Scc 479 in the following

terms:

''17. lt is also well-settled principle of law that "delay defeats

equity" The Government Order was issued on 15-1-2002' The

appellants did not file any writ application questioninB the

letality and validlty thereof' only after the writ petitions filed

by others were allowed and the State of Kerala preferred an

appeal there against' they impleaded themselves as party-

resPondent5

It is now a trite law that where the writ petitioner approaches

the HiBh court after a long delay' reliefs prayed for may be

denied to them on the ground of delay and laches irrespective

of the fact that they are similarly situated to the other

candidates who obtain the benefit of the iudgment' lt is' thus'

not possible for us to issue any direction to the state of Kerala

or the Commission to appoint the appellants at this stage "

(va) ln Board of Secondary Education of Assam v' Mohd' Sarifuz Zaman' reported in

{rOOr) ,, taa OOt' the Apex Court has observed as follows:

12' Delay defeats discretion and loss of limitation destroys the

remedy itself Delay amountinB to Iaches results in benefit of

discretronary power being denied on princrples oI equity Loss

of limttation resulting into depriving ol the remedy' is a

principle based on public policy and utility and not equitY

a lone

6
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(vii) ln Virender Chaudhary v Bharat Petroleum Corporation reported in 2009 (1)

,aa ,rr, ,n" Apex Court held that the court exercises its iurisdiction only upon

satisfoing itself that it would be equitable to do so and also observed that Delay/

i.tatt"r,lnolrprtuoly, are the relevant factors The court held thus:

15. The Superior Courts' times without number' applied the

equitable principles for not grantin8 a relief and/or a limited

relief in favour of the applicant in a case of this nature While

' doing so, the court although not oblivious of the fact that no

period of limitation is provided for filing a writ petition but

emphasize is laid that it should be filed within a reasonable

time. A discretionary jurisdiction under Article 226 of the

Constilution of lndia need not be exercrsed if the writ

petitioner is guilty of delay and latches

(viii) ln Lipton lndia Ltd v Union of lndia t(1994) 5 SCC 5241 and M R Gupta v.

uniot ot 
'^O'u 

ftar95) 5 scc 528]) the Apex Court held that Although' there is no

o"r* ,limitation provlded for filing a writ petition under Article 226 of the

Lonstitution of lndia, ordinarily' writ petition should be filed within a rea5onable

i-" "a 
,, case of entitiement of arrear amount' it will be limrted to the period

of three years prior to the date of filing of writ petition'

(ix) ln Veerayeeammal v seeniammal reported in 2OO2 (1) SCc 134' at Paragraph

13, is extracted here under:

13. The word reasonable has in law prima facie meaning of

reasonable rn regard to those circumstances of which the

person concerned is called upon to act reasonably knows or

ought to know as to what was reasonable lt may be

unreasonable to give an exact definition of the word

reasonable The reason varies in its conclusion according to

idiosyncrasy of the individual and the time and circumstances

in which he thinks The dictionary meaning of the reasonable

time is to be so much time as is necessary' under the

circumstaflces, to do conveniently what lhe contract or duty

requires should be done in a particular case ln other words it

means, as soon as circumstances permit'

(x) ln Chennai Metropolitan Water Supply & Sewerage Board v T T Murali Babu

2014 {4} SCC 1O8, the Apex Court held as follows:

Thus, the doctrine of delay and laches should not be lightly

brushed aside. A writ court is required to weigh the

explanation offered and the scceptability of the same The

court should bear in mind that it is exerciting an extraordinary

and equitable iurisdiction' As a constitutional court it has a

duty to protect the rights of the citizens but simultaneously it is

,?>
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to keep itself alive to the primary principle that when an

aggrieved person, without adequate reason, approaches the

court at his own leisure or pleasure, the Court would be under

legal obligation to scrutinize whether the list at a belated stage

should be entertained or not.

8e it noted, delay comes in the way of equity. ln certain

circumstances delay and laches may not be fatal but in most

circumstances inordinate delay would only invite disaster for

the litigant who knocks at the doors of the Court. Delay reflects

inactivity and inaction on the part of a litigant a litiSant who

has forgotten the basic norms, namely, procrastination is the

greatest thief of time and second, law does not permit one to

sleep and rise lrke a Phoenix.

Delav does bring in hazard and causes iniury to the lis. ln the

case at hand, though there has been four years delay in

approaching the court, yet the writ coun chose not to
address the same. lt is the duty of the court to scrutinize

whether such enormous delay is to be ignored without any

justificatron Ihat apart, in the present case, such belated

approach gains more significance as the respondent-

employee bernB absolutely careless to his duty and nurturing

a lackadaisical attatude to the responsibility had remained

unauthorisedly absent on the pretext of some kind of ill
health. We repeat at the cost of repetition that remaining

innocuously oblivious to such delay does not foster the cause

of.justice.

On the contrary, it brints in injustice, for it is likely to affect

others. Such delay may have impact on others ripened rights

and may unnecessarily drag others into litigation which in

acceptable realm of probability, may have been treated to

have attained finality. A court is not expected to Sive

indultence to such indolent persons who compete with

Kumbhakarna or for that matter Rip Van Winkle. ln our

considered opinion, such delay does not deserve any

indulBence and on the said ground alooe the writ court

should have thrown the petition overboard at the very

threshold.

(xi) ln Prabhakar v. Joint Director, Sericulture Department reported in 2015 (3)

SCC 1, the Apex Court held as follows'

37. Let us examine the matter from another aspect viz laches

and delavs and acquiescence
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38. lt is now a wellrecognised principle of iurisprudence that a

ri8ht not exercised for a long time is non-existent Even when

there is no limitation period presctibed by any statute relating to

certain proceedinBs, in such cases courts have coined the

doctrine of laches and delays as well as doctrine of acquiescence

and non-suited the litigants who approached the court belatedly

without any iustifiable explanation for bringrng the action after

unreasonable delay. Doctrine of laches is in fact an appllcat'on of

maxim of equity delay defeats equities'
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