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

Heard Sri Yash Tandon, learned counsel for the applicant and Sri Mohammad 
Asim, learned counsel for the respondent, on the application for condonation of 
delay.  
Learned counsel for the applicant submitted that there is delay of 94 days in filing 
the present appeal, but the delay is squarely covered by the order of Hon’ble 
Supreme Court. 
The impugned order dated 27.07.2021 was uploaded on the e-portal of RERA on 
30.07.2021. The limitation for filing the present appeal was upto 28.09.2021 
whereas the present appeal has been filed on 31.12.2021. Learned counsel for the 
applicant placed reliance on the order of Hon’ble Supreme Court dated 10.01.2022 
passed on Misc. Application No. 665 of 2021 in Suo Moto Writ (C) No. 3 of 2020 
in re: Cognizance for Extension of Limitation.   
Learned counsel for the respondent submitted that since the cause of delay is 
squarely covered by the aforesaid order of Hon’ble Supreme Court, therefore, he 
has no objection to condonation of delay.  
On due consideration we found that the cause of delay is squarely covered by the 
said order of Hon’ble Supreme Court.  Accordingly, the application for 
condonation of delay is allowed.  The delay in filing the appeal is condoned. 
Registry is directed to convert this defective appeal into Regular Appeal. 
Now we proceed to hear the appeal finally.  
Learned counsel for the appellant submitted that though he has taken various 
grounds in the memo of appeal to challenge the order of RERA dated 27.07.2021 
but he confined his challenge only to grounds D, H & N. 
Learned counsel for the appellant, on being asked as to which provisions of the Act 
2016 have been violated by the Regulatory Authority while passing the impugned 
order and to show judgments in support thereof, neither cited the provisions of the 
Act 2016 which have been violated by the Regulatory Authority nor submitted any 
case law. 



Judgment reserved. 

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

Dated: 22.07.2022 
SHAKIR 


