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Record reveals that the instant case has been filed within the period of limitation.
Apparently at the time of filing of instant case, the applicant has not filed certified
copy of the impugned order hence the appeal was registered as defective appeal.

Notice were issued to the respondent vide order dated 10.01.2023 subject to filing
of certified copy of the impugned order within a week.

Certified copy of the impugned order has been filed by the applicant on
23.01.2023.

As there is no other defect, the Registry is directed to convert instant defective

appeal into regular appeal.

Sri Pratap Chandra Gautam, Advocate, appeared on behalf of respondent and
submitted that he has to upload his vakalatnama. Taking into the fact that the
opportunity for filing objections has already been closed vide order 23.01.2024
we asked the learned counsel to address the Tribunal on the basis of documents
available on the memo of appeal as well as on legal issues as per liberty granted
vide order dated 23.01.2024. While closing the opportunity for filing objections
to the respondent, learned counsel for the respondent Sri Pratap Chandra Gautam

submitted that he does not want to make any submissions.



Apart from this, the names of three counsels namely Sri Arvind Kumar Pandey,
Sri Anup Gupta and Sri Aditya Vikram Shahi are shown in the cause list, as per

record they have not withdrawn their vakalatnamas.

Sri Javedur Rahman, Advocate along with Sri Arpan Prakash Srivastava, learned
counsel for the appellant submitted that four applications were filed by Dr.
Baswaraj Tandur, Dr. Hifjur Raheman & Mrs Shagufta Nazneen, Dr. Huma
Narjis Fathima and Sarfraz Hasnain Shaikh. The complaints of Dr Baswaraj
Tandur and Dr. Hifjur Raheman were heard and decided by a composite order
dated 04.10.2022 rejecting complaint of the complainants. Further submission of
the learned counsel for the appellant is that these two complaints were clubbed
together with other complaint No. NCR144/05/93384/2022 of Surabhi, an
allottee of WTC Noida CBD & Noida whereas the appellant in the instant appeal
were allottee of WTC Noida Sect Tax Zone, IT Park, Gautam Budh Nagar and
the facts of the complaint of Surabhi were taken as leading compliant. While
rejecting all the complaints by a composite order in favour of promoter, the
pleadings and facts of the complaints of the appellant were not examined.
Grounds to this effect have been taken by the appellant are ground No. 2,3 & 7
and prayed that the order of the Regulatory Authority be set aside and the

complaint of the appellant be decided in terms of the pleadings in the complaint.

It has also been submitted by learned counsel for the appellant that vide TA No.
2134 of 2023 under heading ‘Additional Documents’ , a copy of sublease deed
dated 24.05.2017 of appellant No.2 and 22.11.2017 of appellant No.1 has been
placed on record wherein as per clause 5 & 6, the offer of possession of the unit
for fit out was to be given by 30.11.2019 plus additional grace period of 12
months, if construction of the building/complex is delayed due to any force
majeure event (s) then in such case the Developer is entitled to reasonable
extension of time without any penalty and after promulgation of the Act 2016 a

registered agreement was executed between the parties wherein (page 37) in



schedule A, date of completion of the project as well as date of completion of the

project by promoter has been mentioned as 31.12.2024.
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