THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 1

MISC. CASE-207/2020
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Versus
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Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

VISHWAS SHUKLA DEVANSH BHARDWAJ

Hon’ble Mr. Justice (Dr.) D.K. Arora, Chairman
Hon’ble Mr. Rajiv Misra, Administrative Member

Shri Ashok Sinha, Advocate is present on behalf of the applicant and Shri Pankaj
Pandey, Advocate is present on behalf of the respondent.

The submission of learned counsel for the applicant is that the impugned order of
Regulatory authority dated 21.01.2020 was uploaded and communicated to the parties
on 21.01.2020. The certified copy of the order was applied on 06.03.2020 and was
received on 18.03.2020. In the meantime, due to Covid-19 pandemic the order of
lockdown of the country was issued by the Government of India and life came to
stand still. Though the lockdown was lifted on 01.06.2020, but the movement was
restricted. The applicant contacted his counsel on 07.06.2020 and on his instruction
the record was collected from earlier counsel on 11.06.2020, who was taking care of
the proceedings before the Regulatory Authority. On 16.06.2020, the applicant again
met his counsel and handed over the relevant documents for preparation of the appeal.
Thereafter the appeal was prepared and filed on 29.06.2020.

The learned counsel for the applicant drew our attention towards Suo Moto
cognizance taken by the Hon’ble Apex Court in Writ (Civil) No. 3 of 2020 In re:
Cognizance for extension of limitation; in which the Hon’ble Apex Court directed that
in case the limitation has expired after 15.03.2020 then the period from 15.03.2020 till
the date on which the lockdown is lifted in the jurisdictional area where the dispute
lies or where the cause of action arises shall be extended for a period of 15 days after
the lifting of lockdown. The submission of learned counsel for the applicant is that the
delay in filing the present appeal is not deliberate, therefore, in the interest of justice
the same deserves to be condoned.

The learned counsel for the respondent fairly submitted that he has no objection if
delay is condoned and the matter is heard on merit.



We have heard learned counsels for the parties and perused the affidavit filed in
support of application for condonation of delay.

The cause shown in the affidavit is sufficient to condone the delay. Accordingly, the
application is allowed and the delay in filing the appeal is hereby condoned.

The Registry is directed to convert this defective appeal into regular appeal.

As the pleadings have been exchanged and the appeal is ripe for hearing, list this
appeal for hearing on 15.04.2021.

(Rajiv Misra) (D.K. Arora)

Dated: 19.03.2021
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