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GREATER NOIDA INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY ..o Appellant
Versus
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AJAY KUMAR GUPTA

PANKAJ GUPTA

RISHINDRA VIKRAM SINGH

Hon’ble Mr. Justice (Dr.) D.K. Arora, Chairman
Hon’ble Mr. K.K. Jain, Technical Member

Shri Rishindra Vikram Singh, learned counsel for the applicant is present.
No one is present on behalf of the respondent.

Ordersheet reveals that vide order dated 28.03.2023, by treating the service on the
respondent sufficient, the respondent was granted 10 days’ time for filing objections to
the application for condonation of delay as well as to the grounds of appeal and the
same was also required to be sent on the email ID of the applicant and its counsel. It
was also made clear that if no objection is filed and/or no one appears on behalf of the
respondent on the next date of listing, the matter will proceed ex-parte against the
respondent.

Learned counsel for the applicant informed that the order dated 28.03.2023 was sent on
the email ID of the respondent on 01.05.2023, and the proof of which was uploaded on
the portal on 01.05.2023.

As despite service of notice and warning, no one is present on behalf of the respondent,
we proceed to examine application for condonation of delay.

The submission of learned counsel for the applicant is that the impugned order dated
21.09.2019 was uploaded on the website of RERA and communicated to the parties on
18.10.2019 and the limitation for filing the present appeal was up to 17..12.2019. In the
meantime, an application for rectification of order dated 21.09.2019 was field by the
applicant and the same was rejected vide order dated 02.01.2020. Order dated
02.01.2020 was uploaded on 09.01.2020. From the communication of the rejection of
application u/S 39 of the Act, 2016, the limitation for filing the instant appeal was up to
10.03.2020, whereas the instant appeal was filed on 23.02.2021.



In order to examine what corrections were sought by the applicant and without
correction of the same the applicant was not in a position to approach the Tribunal
challenging the order dated 21.09.2019, learned counsel for the applicant was asked to
point out the application for rectification, because u/S 39 of the Act, 2016, only clerical
mistakes are to be corrected by the authority in the order and if the applicant was
aggrieved by the entire order, then the appeal was to be filed irrespective of the
mistakes in the dates by 17.12.2019.

Learned counsel for the applicant submitted that application u/S 39 is not on record,
therefore he may be granted a weeks’ time to place the same on record.

Appreciating the request, we grant a weeks’ time to learned counsel for the applicant to
bring on record the application filed u/S 39 for rectification by the applicant.

List this case for application for condonation of delay on 05.07.2023.

(K.K. Jain) (D.K. Arora)

Dated: 05.05.2023
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