
THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW 

Division Bench Court No. 1 

APPEAL-309/2025 

SANGEETA CHAURASIA .............Appellant 

Versus 
U.P. AWAS EVAM VIKAS PARISHAD .............Respondent  

Counsel for Appellant 
AMIT YADAV 
V. P. SINGH 

Counsel for Respondent 
N N PANDEY 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Suneet Kumar, Chairman 
Hon’ble Mr. Rameshwar Singh, Administrative Member 

1. Heard Shri Amit Yadav, learned counsel for the appellant and Shri N.N. 

Pandey, learned counsel for the respondent.  

2. The appellant-allottee, by the instant appeal, is raising challenge to the 

impugned order dated 17.04.2025 passed by the Real Estate Regulatory 

Authority at Lucknow (in short, ‘Regulatory Authority’) in Complaint No. 

LKO162/04/118900/2024, whereby, the complaint came to be rejected 

applying Limitation Act, 1963.  

3. The sole question that arises for consideration is as to whether the 

provisions of Limitation Act, 1963 would apply to the complaint instituted 

under Section 31 of Real Estate (Regulation and Development) act 2016 

(in short, ‘Act 2016’). 

4. Learned counsel for the appellant at the outset submits that the point of 

determination is no longer res integra. This Tribunal in Jitendra Kumar 

Shukla Vs. U.P. Awas Evam Vikas Parishad (Appeal Nol. 220/2024) 

decided on 29.08.2025 has decided the issue. In view, thereof, it is 

submitted that this appeal can be disposed of in terms of the decision 

rendered in Jitendra Kumar Shukla (supra).  



5. We have carefully perused the impugned order and the decision rendered 

in Jitendra Kumar Shukla (supra). In Jitendra Kumar Shukla (supra), it has 

been categorically held that the Limitation act would not apply to 

proceedings under Section 31 of Act 2016.  

6. In view, thereof, the present appeal is disposed of in terms of decision 

rendered in Jitendra Kumar Shukla (supra) by passing following orders: 

(i) The impugned order dated 17.04.2025 passed by the Regulatory 

Authority in Complaint No. LKO162/04/118900/2024 (Sangeeta 

Chaurasia Vs. U.P. Awas Evam Vikas Parishad), is set aside and 

quashed.    

(ii) The complaint of the appellant-allottee is restored to its original file 

and number.  

(iii) Regulatory Authority is directed to decide the complaint on merits 

expeditiously in light of the observations made in Jitendra Kumar 

Shukla (supra).  

(iv) Registry to supply certified copy of order to U.P. RERA for 

compliance.  

(v) No order as to cost. 
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