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Hon’ble Mr. Justice (Dr.) D.K. Arora, Chairman
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Shri Sushil Kumar Mishra, Advocate is present on behalf of the appellant and Shri
K K. Singh, Advocate appeared on behalf of the respondent.

Despite the reminder sent by the Registrar of this Tribunal to the Secretary, U.P.
RERA to answer the query made vide order dated 24.08.2022, no one is present on
its behalf.

Section 44(5) of the Act mandates the Tribunal to make an endeavour to dispose of
appeal within 60 days from the date of its receipt. Therefore, we proceed to
examine the issue raised in the instant appeal on the basis of available record.

The learned counsel for the respondent was called upon to justify the order of
RERA dated 22.07.2021 whereby the respondent was directed to refund amount
deposited by the appellant in 30 monthly installments. The learned counsel for the
respondent submitted that prior to passing of the impugned order, the project in
question was de-registered. The learned counsel for the respondent was called
upon to address the effect of the impugned order regarding liability of payment on
the respondent/promoter as the project in question has been de-registered, but the
status of the promoter/respondent-company is intact and they are still in the
business of real estate.

The learned counsel for the respondent prays for and is granted two days’ time to
seek instructions and make submissions.

List this appeal for hearing/orders on 16.11.2022.
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