BENCH NO.1.

THE UTTAR PRADESH REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL

AT
LUCKNOW.
Appeal No.314 OF 2025
Vikas Gupta Appellant.
Vs.
Real Estate Regulatory Authority ............ Respondent.

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Suneet Kumar, Chairman.

Hon’ble Mr. Rameshwar Singh, Administrative Member.

l.

Heard learned counsel for appellant complainant and perused the record.

The first respondent UP RERA declined to file objections submitting that
they have nothing to say in the matter. The second respondent promoter
has not put in appearance, consequently vide order dated 17.12.2025, it

was directed to proceed ex-parte.

The appellant, by the instant appeal arising from complaint No.
NCR144/01/0896/2020 (Vikas Gupta Vs. Rudra Buildwell Projects
Private Limited), seeks correction in the title of the judgment and order
dated 24.11.2020 passed by Regulatory Authority, at Noida, wherein,
name of the appellant/complainant came to be wrongly transcribed as

‘Vilas’ instead of ‘Vikas’.

It appears that the appellant noticed the mistake during execution
proceedings instituted under Sections 24/63 of RERA Act, 2016,
appellant filed rectification application in terms of Section 39 of RERA
Act, 2016 for correction of the name of appellant in the title of the
judgment and order dated 24.11.2020, as well as, in the consequential
execution proceedings. Learned Regulatory Authority by the impugned
order dated 02.06.2025 rejected the rectification application after perusal

of the report, of the same date, submitted by a Law Researcher, on the



ground that the application was barred by limitation on having been filed

after two years.

It i1s not in dispute that the complaint came to be instituted by the
appellant, namely, Vikas Gupta. The complaint proceeded in the name of
Vikas Gupta, however, the judgment and order dated 24.11.2020 came to
be uploaded by the office of UP RERA, wherein, title of the complainant,
due to typographical error, inadvertently came to be recorded as ‘Vilas’
in place of ‘Vikas’. The appellant/complainant cannot be made to suffer

for the default of the office/Registry of the Regulatory Authority.

Consequently, appeal is allowed. The impugned order dated 02.06.2025
is set aside and quashed. The rectification application dated 01.05.2025
filed in complaint no. NCR144/01/0896/2020 (Vikas Gupta Vs. Rudra
Buildwell Projects Private Limited), is allowed. The Regulatory
Authority is directed to correct and issue a fresh certified copy of
judgment and order dated 24.11.2020 with correct description of the
name of appellant, i.e. Vikas Gupta by deleting Vilas Gupta. The

consequential proceedings shall accordingly stand corrected.

It has been brought to our notice that the report obtained from Law
Researcher by the Member of UP RERA is being made part of the quasi-
judicial order. The Presiding Officer may take the assistance of Law
Interns/Law Researchers but their report/opinion cannot be relied upon,
nor, noticed in the impugned order. The learned Presiding Officer has to
independently apply its mind on law and facts of the case before passing
orders. The order cannot rest on report of Law Researcher. The report

dated 02.06.2025 shall be deleted from the order sheet.

Registrar is directed to transmit copy of this order along with copy of
order dated 02.06.2025 to learned Chairman of UPRERA to bring it to

the notice of Presiding Officers/Registry to avoid such discrepancies.

Dated : 27.01.2026
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(Rameshwar Singh) (Suneet Kumar)



