THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 2

RP-5/2025
IN
Appeal/277/2023
UPPAL CHADHA HI-TECH DEVELOPERS PVT.LTD. = .eeeeeeee Appellant
Versus
BHAGWAT PARKASHBHAGWAT PARKASH e Respondent
Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

Hon’ble Mr. Sanjai Khare, Judicial Member
Hon’ble Mr. Devindar Singh Chaudhry, Technical Member

1. The present delay condonation application has been filed by the
applicant/promoter to condone the delay caused in filing the present
review petition to review the order dated 27.05.2024 passed in Appeal
No. 277/2023.

2. Counsel for the applicant has submitted that impugned order was passed
on 27.05.2024, and the same was uploaded on 01.06.2024. The present
review petition has been filed on 20.02.2025. It has been submitted by the
applicant/review petitioner that order dated 27.05.2024 was produced
before the Board of Members of applicant-company for further
instructions and directions of the concerned official and thereafter the
applicant-company decided to file review petition. Thereafter, counsel for
the applicant examined the papers, proceedings, judgment and order dated
27.05.2024. Counsel sought further instruction and also documents
pertaining to the matter in order to enable him to prepare the instant
review petition. After receiving the documents, review petition was
prepared and sent for vetting and necessary approvals. The authorized
representative of the applicant-company was engaged in some urgent

official work therefore, he was not available in Lucknow for swearing



affidavit and signing the documents, thereafter the instant review petition
has been prepared and filed on 05.09.2024. It has been further submitted
that delay caused in filing the instant review petition is neither deliberate
nor intentional, and request to condone the delay in filing the instant

review petition.

. Counsel for the opposite party submitted that delay in filing the review
petition is more than 08 months and no sufficient cause has been shown
for delay in filing the review petition. He strongly opposed the delay

condonation application.

. Heard Miss Jagriti Vashishtha holding brief of Ms. Surangama Sharma,
learned counsel for the applicant and Sri Samrat Vaish, learned counsel

for the respondent on delay condonation application and objection.

. Counsel for the applicant is seeking condonation of around 263 days delay
in instituting the review petition to review the judgment and order dated
27.05.2024, which came to be uploaded on 01.06.2024. It has been
submitted that after receiving copy of the order, it was placed before the
Board of Members of appellant/applicant company for further
instructions and directions. The applicant’s company, thereafter, filed the
review petition on 05.09.2024. It is relevant to mention here that the
applicant has not mentioned the date as to when the matter was placed
before the Board of Directors of the company and the date of the
resolution of the Board for instituting the review petition. Counsel took
time to study the order and to prepare review petition after the resolution
of Board. It is further, submitted that the representative of the applicant
company was engaged in some urgent official work in the month of
August due to this reason, he could not visit Lucknow for swearing

affidavit. Above explanation of delay clarify that the delay condonation



application has been filed on flimsy and vague averments without

disclosing sufficient cause.

6. On specific query, the learned counsel for the applicant is unable to point
out any sufficient cause for condoning the delay in instituting the present
review petition. The application for condonation of delay is,
accordingly, rejected. The Review Petition No. 5/2025 stands

dismissed.

(Devindar Singh Chaudhry) (Sanjai Khare)
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