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The Legal Question

/Analyze whether a party can successfully invoke a force majeure clause to h
avoid contractual obligations arising from disruptions caused by
pandemics, government lockdowns, supply chain interruptions, or
unforeseen regulatory actions. Identify judgments interpreting force
majeure clauses, frustration under Section 56 of the Indian Contract Act, and
Qhe evidentiary burden required to establish impossibility of performance. Y

Traditional Legal Research Requires

Filtering

Boolean Searches Scanning Judgments

This requires:

e multi-regulator understanding, e financial law concepts,
e entity relationship reasoning, e and event-driven legal evolution.

What We Tried

We typed the full legal question into Manupatra Al Search -
Just the way we think. No framing query. No thinking of key words.

Al Search
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And this is the Result we got
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1. Devashree Ispat Private Limited vs. The State of Telangana and Ors. v &3 4 The core legal framework for addressing conlractizal disruptions due 1o unforeseen events like
(18.01.2021 - TLHC) pandemics, government lockdowns, supply chain interruptions, or unforeseen regulatory actions in

India i primarily govemed by the docirine of fruswration of comract under Secton 56 of the Indian
Contract Act, 1872, and speecific force majeune clauses within comracts. Section 56 renders a
r—-—)‘f Rolevence Facs lssues Pelilioners Arguments  Respondents Argumenis  Section Anabysis coniract void if, after its formation, an act becomes impossible or unlawful due to an event the

B MANL/TL0402/2021 M Telangana High Court

promisor could nat prevent. Courts inenpret impossible’ not Ierally, bux s impracticable o
bt ess froam the object and purpose of the contract, a5 established in cases like Mandj Paliwal
Page(s): and Ors. vs. State of Rajasthan and Ors. (MANURALDS11,2024) and Devashnee [spat Private
Limited ws. The State of Telangana and Ors. | mamuwTLodo22021 ).

Courts Heasoning Hatio Decidendi  Sumimary

This case is highly relevan as it direcily addregses the user's query regarding the insacation of
force mdjeure due th pandemic-induced governiment lockdownds nd their Impact on Conractsal
obligations. The Telangana High Court explicitly held that the COMID=19 pandemic constituted a
force majeure evenit, frustrating contracts under Section 56 of the Indian Contract Act, 1872, even

In the contexn of the COVID-19 pandemic and associated lockdowns, Indian courts hawve widely

recognized these evenis as consmuting force majeurs’ or ‘supensening impossibiliny under Section

36, For instance, in Dévashes 15pa1 Private Limited v, The State of Telangana and Ors. |
MaMTLacz2e ), the Telangana High Court held that the pandemic and govermment-mandated

in the absence of an explich force majewre clause. I iled 1han electricity distribumion companies lockdowns frusyrated electricity supply COMIBCLS, excusing consuméEromTUemEm T

could not levy full maximum demand and minimum charges on HT consumers for periods of Samilarly, Ashutosh Emerprises vs. The Union of India, Ministry of Radhways and Ors. | \
mandatory shutdowm, emphasizing the ovemiding effect of the Disaster Management Act, 2005 MANWDHDS282024 ) and Manaj Paliwal and Ors. vs. State of Rajasthan and Ors

This judgment directly Interprets Section 56 in the comext of governmens lockdowns and the {(FAAMURA D511/ 2024) affirned that natomwide lockdowns are force majeune esems, frustrating
evideriary burden of impossibility arising from such regulatony actions coniracts and warranting redief, The Delhi High Court in Geeta Jeena and Ors. vs, Government of

RHCT of Dethi and Ors. | sanupEzarzzen ) also acknowledped the pandemic a5 a force majeurs

event. necessitating wabver of leense fees bw a nuhlic comaration during lockdown neriods.

Manupatra Al Search analyzed the query, understood the legal issue,
and directly surfaced:

\——« Top 10 relevant judgments along with a structured snapshot of
each judgment including the issues, facts, arguments, findings
and more

J

e Al analysis of the query

e Direct links to the judgment text within the Manupatra database __/
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF STATE OF TELANGANA

Wit Petition Nos. 7130, 7148, 7168, 7183, T185, 7189, 7192, 7202, 7207, 7208, T236, 7237, T240, 7310, 7313, 7363, 7376, 7462, 7465, 7466, 7478, 7480, 7531, 7540, 7550, 7552, 7682,
7724, 7778, 7811, 8001, 8011, 8019, B025, 8116, 8146, 8307, 8521, 8621, £648, 8712, 5725, 5742, 8381, 8891, 8597, 5914, 8923, 6959, 9108, 9204, 9216, 4230, 9232, 9233, 9424, 9443,
9458, 9531, 9582, 9599, 9671, 9702, 9699, 11413 and 13885 of 2020

Decided On: 18.01.2021

No keyword breakdown.

Devashree [spat Private Limited Vs. The State of Telangana and Ors.

oy No Boolean operators.
e Just the legal question.

For Appellant/Petitioner/Plaintiff: 0.V Nsossjuns Baby and M B Chandramouli

For Respondents, Defendant: Advocate General, B Vingd Reddy and J_achwin Kumear, Leamed Standing Counsels

Subject: Electricity

Mentioned 1N

Acts/Rules/Orders:

Andhra Pradesh Electricity Duty Act, 1939 - Section 3, Constitution Of India - Article 14, Constitution Of India - Article 226; Disaster Management Act, 2005 - Section 2, Disaster
Managemen Act, 2005 - Section 7 Electricity Act, 2003 - Section 108, Elecicity Act, 2003 - Section 187, Electricity Act, 2003 - Section 43, Electricity Acy, 2003 - Section 60, Blectricity
Act, 2003 - Section 61, Electricity Act, 2003 - Section 62, Electricity Act, 2003 - Section &4, Electricity Act, 2003 - Section 64(8), Electricity Act, 2003 - Section 85; Epidemnic Diseases Act,

18OT . Cassinn 3 dndien Copteass fes ISTT . Castinn 32 Indiss Coperaes fos TETD . Carsinn AT Indise Copsrass fes 18T, Cassing AE Indisn Copsracs Ses 1T Cassing 20




What makes Manupatra Al Search different

Wl EILIVIS Y] EF Every result is grounded in real judgments
from the Manupatra database.

NN ¥ a1 eple R (o] oI oT-EN Relevant cases appear on a click

W R i CXS o T AETG i ale R Every result links directly to the
original judgment.

o1 de o AR CIa g LIW\N Analysis is based on curated legal
content.

ST T QU EN T EIR [T d[e ]9 W NO keywords. No Boolean search.

Ask the legal question.
Manupatra Al Search finds the law.
To see itin actioncomment Manupatra Al

To view the complete Al analysis m

and relevant Judgment

www.manupatra.ai


https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1xmhB8POhP9H8PTJGTHUqggaubDT599zb
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