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1. Heard Shri Rishabh Raj learned counsel for the appellant and Shri 

Vipin Verma learned counsel for the respondent. 

2. The appellant promoter by the instant application seeks condonation of 

448 days delay in instituting the appeal. 

3. The impugned order came to be passed on 29.12.2022 which was duly 

uploaded on the portal of U.P. RERA, the appellant did not file the 

appeal. It is submitted that after receiving notice from the Regulatory 

Authority for compliance of the judgment and order on 10.04.2023, 

thereafter, an exercise was undertaken by the office of the appellant in 

completing the formalities for instituting the appeal. On 04.09.2023 the 

file was moved for necessary approvals and it was finally on 

15.03.2024, the learned counsel for the appellant was contacted. The 

appeal, thereafter, came to be instituted on 14.03.2024.  

4. On specific query, learned counsel for the appellant is unable to satisfy 

as to what happened between 29.12.2022 to 10.04.2023 and failed to 

explain the impediment in filing the appeal within the period of 



limitation. No explanation whatsoever has been furnished. On specific 

query, learned counsel for the appellant states that the appellant had put 

in appearance before the learned Regulatory Authority and contested on 

merit. In view thereof, appellant had knowledge of the proceedings 

before the learned Regulatory Authority.  

5. On perusal of the affidavit in support of the application for condonation 

of delay, we do not find any sufficient cause whatsoever furnished by 

the appellant for condoning the delay. The application for condonation 

of delay in filing the appeal is accordingly rejected. 

6. Since the application for condonation of delay is rejected, the appeal is 

dismissed. 
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