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1. Heard Ms. Surangama Sharma, learned counsel for the applicant/appellant.  

2. By the present application, applicant seeks 325 days delay in instituting the 

appeal.  It is submitted that the impugned order came to be passed on 

25.05.2022 by U.P. RERA in Complaint No. NCR145/09/81060/2021 (Annu 

Agarwal Vs. Uppal Chadha Hi-Tech Developers Pvt. Ltd.), which came to be 

uploaded on the portal on 15.06.2022. It is submitted that the impugned order 

was placed before the Board of Directors of appellant/applicant company for 

further instructions and directions of the concerned officials, however, on which 

date it was placed is not mentioned. It is further submitted that the entire copies 

of the pleadings exchanged before the RERA Authority was placed before the 

counsel at Lucknow on 23.11.2022 to seek opinion. It is further submitted that 

the counsel sought further information and documents pertaining to the matter 

and the same was made available to the counsel. After collecting the documents, 

made available on 23.11.2022, the appeal came to be instituted on 05.07.2023 

after the delay of about 325 days.  



3. We have perused the affidavit filed in support of application for condonation of 

delay. We do not find any explanation/sufficient cause in instituting the appeal 

belatedly. The ground taken is flimsy and clearly demonstrates that the 

appellant/applicant has slept over its right of instituting the appeal within 

limitation. 

4. The application for condonation of delay (I.A. No. 2180/2024) is, accordingly, 

rejected. The appeal stands dismissed.   

5. The amount deposited by the appellant in compliance of mandate of Section 

43(5) of the Act, 2016 be transferred/remitted to the concerned account of 

learned Regulatory Authority. Further we direct the Regulatory Authority to 

dispose of the amount during the execution proceedings in accordance with law.        
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