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Heard learned counsels for the parties.

The application for condonation of delay has been filed by the applicant/appellant
for condonation of 385 days delay in instituting the appeal.

It is submitted that pursuant to the impugned judgment and order, an attempt was
being made by the applicant-promoter for alternative plot, therefore, the delay in
instituting the appeal.

On a specific query, learned counsel for the applicant submits that the applicant-
promoter is unable to provide any alternative plot to the respondent-allottee.

We have carefully perused the averments made in the affidavit in support of
application for condonation of delay. The applicant has not furnished satisfactory
explanation for the delay and it appears that the delay in instituting the appeal is
willful and deliberate. Accordingly, the application for condonation of delay is
rejected. The appeal is dismissed.

Registry to refund the money deposited under Section 43(5) of the Act 2016 to the
respondent-allottee upon verification.
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