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Shri Siddharth Nandwani, learned counsel for the respondent submitted that he has 

received information that the applicant has filed another complaint seeking refund 

of the amount whereas in the present appeal the order of the Regulatory Authority 

has been challenged on the ground that the applicant approached the Regulatory 

Authority for refund, therefore filing the second application for refund is not 

sustainable and the applicant can process either present appeal or the complaint 

before the Regulatory Authority.  

Ms. Surangama Sharma, learned counsel for the applicant submitted that on the 

basis of instruction from his client, who is present in the court, he has not filed any 

complaint before the Regulatory Authority seeking refund after the decision of the 

Regulatory Authority, which is under challenge before this Hon’ble Tribunal.  

Learned counsel for the respondent submitted that he may be permitted to bring on 

record the copy of the complaint. 

Learned counsel for the applicant submitted that in the meantime, in the interest of 

justice it will be appropriate to examine the application for condonation of delay.  

With the consent of the parties, we proceed to hear application for condonation of 

delay. 



The submission of learned counsel for the applicant is that the impugned order 

dated 19.11.2020 was uploaded on 21.11.2020. The application moved an 

application for rectification in the impugned order before the Regulatory Authority, 

which was disposed off vide order dated 12.04.2021 and the order was uploaded on 

the website of RERA on 05.07.2021. The limitation for filing the present appeal 

was up to 04.09.2021, but the outbreak of COVID-19 pandemic steps could not be 

taken in appropriate time and the present appeal was filed on 13.12.2021. She 

further submitted that the delay in filing the present appeal is squarely covered by 

the orders passed from time to time by the Hon'ble Supreme Court In Re: Suo 

Moto Writ (Civil) Petition No. 3/2021 titled as In Re: Cognizance for Extension of 

Limitation.  

We have examined the submissions of learned counsel for the applicant and gone 

through the affidavit filed in support of application for condonation of delay as 

well as the orders of Hon'ble Supreme Court In Re: Suo Moto Writ (Civil) Petition 

No. 3/2021. As the claim of the applicant is squarely covered by the order of 

Hon'ble Supreme Court, therefore, we allow the application and the delay is 

condoned. The Registry is directed to convert the present case into regular appeal. 

Learned counsel for the respondent is granted a weeks’ time to bring on record the 

fresh complaint, if any, filed by the applicant. The copy of the same will be sent by 

the respondent on the email ID of the appellant and his counsel within a week. 

List this appeal for hearing on 04.07.2022. 
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