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In such matter the appealant has filed the appeal after 43
years passed the order of elegibility for allotment to
appealant.

Since the order of lower court in favour of appealant; Passed,
by which the appealant found to be elegible to get allotment
and the matter been reffered to allotment committee on dated
20-02-76.

After the order passed, neither any further action be taken by
allotting authority nor any application of allottee been found
on the file, that can show any effort or delegence in this
regard during last 43 years.

It is evident that fact, that the appealant had been slept for a
long duration without made any efforts to get allotment.
Which he said to have been claimed and he had denied by

C allotting authority.
«The law can not help such person who failed to show any

ocument that can shows his jeal for get justice or allotment
/of land for last 43 year.

ol _:NH/ It is however, also worth mantioned that, on the part of
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allotting authority, there were no action been taken in that
regard since 1976 .

In such case, at least that may happened, that the (allottee)
appealant may have liberty to go to allotting authority and
made a requisition afresh and the allotting authority would
having consider his application on availability of land and it

affizasyle treated as de-novo and it also subject to examining the

genuineity of the applicant.




(VIll) In the light of above facts it is not only matter of the extra
ordinary deley of 43 year without any justification but also the
appealant failed to shows any timely steps taken by him
during such long period for saught justice.

(IX) No sufficient cause given within the meaning of sec. 5, deley
of 43 year's in filing appeal inordinate and unexplaain cause,
can not be condened. S e

(X) The citatation furnished by learned govt. counsel, much more ,:é::
lettest verdict upon the extraordinary deley causing by| .
appealant should not be treated ordinarily and condone by the

appealate court.

(Xl) Following above observations no order need to be passed
regarding this appeal which filed after 43 year without giving
any justification for condonation of extraordinary deley as that
have no merit also.

(X1l) Itis therefore, the appeal hearby dismissed.
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