
         
                                               BENCH NO.1. 

THE UTTAR PRADESH REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL  

        AT 

          LUCKNOW.  

 

                     RA No.111 of 2024   

      In Re: 
 

                Appeal No.31 OF 2024 
 

 Uppal Chadha Hi-Tech Developers Pvt.Ltd. ……..          Appellant. 
 

          Vs. 
 

Pankaj Gupta          ……….             Respondent. 
 

 
Hon’ble Mr. Justice Suneet Kumar, Chairman. 
Hon’ble Mr. Sanjai Khare, Judicial Member. 
Hon’ble Mr.Ramshwar Singh, Administrative Member. 
 

1. Heard Ms.Sunalika Mishra, learned counsel for applicant/appellant and 

Sri Rajnish Mishra and Satish Mishra, learned counsels for respondent. 

2. Instant application RA No.111 of 2024 has been filed to recall the order 

dated 04.12.2024. The application has been filed forthwith within the 

period of limitation stating that the date was wrongly noted and, 

therefore, the applicant/appellant could not appear on the date fixed. 

3. Cause shown is good and sufficient. 

4. Accordingly, the application RA No.111 of 2024 is allowed. The order 

dated 04.12.2024 passed in appeal no.31 of 2024 is recalled and the 

appeal is restored to its original file and number. 

5. Now we proceed to hear the application for condonation of delay in filing 

the appeal. 

6. Heard learned counsel for parties on application for condonation of delay. 

Learned counsel for applicant has submitted that impugned order was 

passed on 25.08.2021, the same was uploaded on 21.09.2023. The 

applicant applied certified copy of the order on 21.07.2023, the same was 

received by him on 23.08.2023. The instant appeal was filed on 
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13.10.2023. There is delay of about 721 days in filing the appeal. In the 

application for condonation of delay no sufficient cause was shown to 

condone the delay except saying that delay was not deliberate and willful. 

7. In the objection filed by the respondent it has been submitted that no 

reason has been given by the appellant for condoning the delay. The 

applicant should have explained the reasons for delay in filing the appeal. 

The appellant wants to waste the time of court and keep the matter 

disputed by not complying the impugned order. 

8. On the basis of the aforesaid analysis we found that except mentioning the 

number of days of delay in filing the appeal, not even a whisper has been 

made showing sufficient cause for not filing the appeal within the period 

of limitation, therefore, we have no hesitation in observing that the 

applicant has failed to show sufficient cause for condoning the delay of 

about 721 days in filing the appeal, which could warrant us to exercise 

our discretion for the purpose of condoning the delay after appreciating 

the same. 

22.     Accordingly, the application for condonation of delay in filing Appeal No. 

31 of 2024 is rejected.  Consequently, Appeal No.31 of 2024 is also 

dismissed.   

Dated : 07.02.2025 
Irfan         

                 (Rameshwar Singh)     (Sanjai Khare)     (Suneet Kumar)  


