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Sri Arun Chauhan, the applicant/appellant, is present in person.  

No one is present for the respondent.  No request for pass over or adjournment has 
been received from the respondent.  Therefore, we proceed to examine the 
application for condonation of delay.  

Submission of the applicant is that the order of RERA dated 25.05.2021 was 
uploaded on the website of RERA on 03.06.2021.  The limitation for filing the 
appeal was upto 02.08.2021 and the present appeal was filed on 03.08.2021 and, 
therefore, there is a delay of only one day.  In the interest of justice, the delay 
deserves to be condoned. 

We have examined submission of the applicant and perused the application for 
condonation of delay.  There is delay of only one day and during the intervening 
period the entire nation was suffering from 2nd wave of Covid-19 pandemic and the 
Hon’ble Supreme Court also took suo moto cognizance in Suo Moto Writ Petition 
(Civil) No. 3/2020 in re: Cognizance for extension of limitation.  On examination 
of the submission of the applicant and the direction of the Hon’ble Supreme Court, 
in the interest of justice, we condone the delay. 

Registry is directed to convert this defective appeal into Regular Appeal.  

The appellant insists that he is not medically fit and it is difficult for him to attend 
the proceedings again and again, therefore, the appeal be heard on merit.  

Submission of the appellant is that he confines his challenge to direction no. 2 of 
the RERA’s order dated 25.05.2021 and this issue has already been examined by 
the Tribunal in another appeal of the appellant vide Appeal No. 365/2021, 



therefore, the appellant will be satisfied if the same order is also passed in the 
present appeal as the issue involved in both the appeals is the same.  

Judgment reserved. 
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