THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 1

APPEAL-456/2024

PATEL ADVANCEJV e Appellant
Versus

VEENA SHARMA e Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

ROHIT JAISWAL PUNEET SAHAI BISARIA

JAYANT GUPTA

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Suneet Kumar, Chairman
Hon’ble Mr. Devindar Singh Chaudhry, Technical Member

Heard Sri Rohit Jaiswal, learned counsel for appellant and Sri Manu Lakhotiya,
learned counsel for respondent.

This appeal has been filed seeking condonation of delay of almost 61 days.

We have carefully perused the affidavit filed in support of delay condonation
application with the assistance of learned counsel for parties.

The impugned order dated 23.04.2024 came to be uploaded on the portal of UP
RERA on 24.04.2024. The appeal was to be instituted on or before 24.06.2024.
It is submitted that in the first week of May, 2024 on receiving mail from UP
RERA, the appellant based in Mumbai received the copy of the impugned order
in the 2™ week of May, 2024 secking advice for further course of action. The
Mumbai office of the appellant thereafter in the 4™ week of May, 2024 instructed
the officials at Delhi NCR to file appeal. It is being submitted that the appeal
could not be filed in the month of June, 2024 due to summer vacations in the
Tribunal, though the local counsel came to be contacted in the first week of June,
2024.

It 1s further submitted that the officials of the appellant company approached the
local counsel at Gautam Budh Nagar in the first week of August, 2024 for
obtaining the relevant documents. Thereafter the officials of the appellant visited
the local counsel at Lucknow in the 2™ week of August, 2024 for filing the appeal.
The Authorized Representative of the appellant company visited Lucknow on
24.08.2024 and the appeal thereafter came to be filed on 30.08.2024.

Having regard to the submissions and the averments made in the affidavit filed in
support of delay condonation application, we are unable to persuade ourselves in



accepting the submissions of the appellant in approaching the Tribunal beyond
the period of limitation. The explanation that has been furnished reflects the
casual approach of the officials of the appellant company.

The submission that the Registry of the Tribunal does not function during the
summer vacations is incorrect. The Registry is functional and appeals are
instituted during the summer vacations. In the circumstances, we do not find merit
in the delay condonation application.

Accordingly, the application for condonation of delay in filing the appeal is
rejected.

Consequently, the appeal is dismissed.

(Devindar Singh Chaudhry) (Suneet Kumar)

Dated: 14.05.2025
IRFAN



