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Reference can be made to the judgment passed in the matter of Basawaraj

vs.  Land  Acquisition  Officer,  (2013)  14  SCC 81 wherein  the  objective

behind law of limitation has been spelled out by Apex Court as under:-

“xxxx xxxx xxxx xxxx
15.  The law on the issue can be summarised to the effect that
where a case has been presented in the court beyond limitation,
the  applicant  has  to  explain  the  court  as  to  what  was  the
“sufficient  cause”  which  means  an  adequate  and  enough
reason  which  prevented  him  to  approach  the  court  within
limitation. In case a party is found to be negligent, or for want
of bonafide on his part in the facts and circumstances of the
case, or found to have not acted diligently or remained inactive,
there  cannot be a justified ground to  condone the delay.  No
court could be justified in condoning such an inordinate delay
by imposing any condition whatsoever. The application is to be
decided only within the parameters laid down by this court in
regard  to  the  condonation  of  delay.  In  case  there  was  no
sufficient cause to prevent a litigant to approach the court on
time condoning the delay without any justification, putting any
condition whatsoever, amounts to passing an order in violation
of the statutory provisions and it tantamounts to showing utter
disregard to the legislature.”
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