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Order on RP No.20 of 2025 
 

Heard learned counsel for respondent/applicant and learned counsel appearing for 
appellant allottee. 
 

The respondent promoter by the instant petition seeks review of the order dated 
04.08.2025, submitting that there is an error apparent on the face of record. In 
paragraph-3, the date of filing of second complaint noted therein is 12.09.2020, 
whereas, the date should read 12.09.2022. In this backdrop it is submitted that 
due to the change in date, the appellant failed to explain the delay satisfactorily. 
 

Be that as it may, it is not the case of the respondent/applicant that he was not 
present on the date of argument on the delay condonation application, learned 
counsel for respondent/applicant was duly heard and the application for 
condonation of delay came to be allowed after hearing the parties and on perusal 
of the record. 
 

It is settled principles of law that under the garb of a review petition, the matter 
cannot be reopened and re-adjudicated on merit. The error in mentioning the date 
for filing of second complaint would make no difference in allowing the delay 
condonation application. 
 

The review petition no.20 of 2025, being devoid of merit, is accordingly rejected. 
 

List the appeal for hearing on 22.09.2025. 
 

(Devindar Singh Chaudhry)                           (Suneet Kumar) 

Dated: 01.09.2025 
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