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Sri Rishindra Vikram Singh, learned counsel for the applicant and Sri Rohit Jaiswal, 

learned counsel for the respondent are present. 

Sri Rishindra Vikram Singh, learned counsel for the applicant prayed that appellant’s 

earlier application dated 07.09.2022 for condonation of delay, may be dismissed as not 

pressed.  

We order accordingly.  

Heard learned counsels for the parties on better affidavit/second application for 

condonation of delay dated 21.08.2023, filed by the applicant. 

The applicant seeks condonation of 14 days delay in filing instant appeal.  It has been 

submitted that due to his illness, the applicant was unable to approach this forum to file 

the appeal.  In support of his illness, the applicant has filed medical certificate. 

On due consideration, the aforesaid application for condonation of delay is allowed.  

Accordingly, the delay of 14 days in filing instant appeal is hereby condoned.   

Registry is directed to convert the instant defective appeal into regular appeal. 

Heard learned counsels for the parties on application of appellant for amendments in 

the memo of appeal.  

The appellant through his application dated 01.05.2024 seeks amendment in relief 

clause of memo of appeal. Learned counsel for the respondent has filed objections to 

the said amendment application.  



On specific query, the learned counsel for the respondent could not point out any 

prejudice being caused to the respondent if the amendment application is allowed. The 

appellant had earlier filed a complaint before appropriate Authority for seeking “refund 

of the deposited amount”, whereas, in the memo of appeal, inadvertently, prayer for 

“seeking possession” was made in the relief clause which is sought to be amended.  

In view of the above, application of the appellant dated 01.05.2024 is allowed. 

Learned counsel for the appellant has informed that the amendment in the memo of 

appeal has already been incorporated and the amended memo of appeal has been 

uploaded on the portal in pursuance to the order dated 02.05.2024 which was challenged 

by the respondent at Hon’ble High Court and Hon’ble High Court has quashed the same 

vide order dated 04.07.2024, passed in RERA Appeal No. 18 of 2024 (M/s Solaris 

Realtech Pvt. Ltd. Vs Sanjay Kumar) clarifying therein that “Any observation made 

in this order will not come in the way while deciding the amendment application”.  

On the joint request of the learned counsels for the parties, list this appeal for hearing 

on 20.11.2024. 
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