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Hon’ble Mr. Sanjai Khare, Judicial Member
Hon’ble Mr. Rameshwar Singh, Administrative Member

(IA No.1492/2024-Aplication for Condonation of Delay)

. 1. Sri Samrat Vaish learned counsel for the appellant and Sri Rohit Jaiswal, learned
counsel for respondent are present. Sri Abhinit Singh holding brief of Sri

Sudhanshu Chauhan learned counsel for respondent is also present.

. 2. Respondent No.2 has not filed any objection against the application for

condonation of delay.
. 3. Heard learned counsel for both sides on delay condonation application.
. 4. Learned counsel for the respondent No.1 has filed objections.

. 5. Present appeal has been filed by the appellant against the impugned order dated
04.03.2024, passed by the learned Regulatory Authority, with 59 days delay after.

. 6. Learned counsel for the appellant submits that the appellant is father-in-law of
respondent No.l Mrs. Abhilasha Singh. The appellant’s son has expired on
10.05.2020. Respondent No.l filed complaint before the learned Regulatory
Authority on 03.09.2022 in which the appellant was not made the party. Learned



counsel for the appellant submits that the unit was also in the name of appellant.
After the impugned order was passed by the learned Regulatory Authority, the
promoter informed the appellant and thereafter, the appellant after obtaining
important documents, contacted the counsel and filed the present appeal with 59
days delay. Learned counsel for the appellant submits that the respondent No.1

daughter-in-law does not live with the appellant and the litigations are going on.

. 7. Learned counsel for the respondent submits that the unit was not booked in the
name of the appellant. The unit was booked in the name of the husband of the
respondent No.1. Learned counsel for the respondent submits that the appellant has
filed the proxy appeal on behalf of respondent No.2. He further submits that the
appellant has not shown sufficient ground for condoning the delay in filing the

appeal.

. 8. Learned counsel for the respondent submits that the impugned order was passed
on 04.03.2024, uploaded on 06.03.2024 and copy of the impugned order dated
04.03.2024 was issued on 02.05.2024. The present appeal has been filed on
03.07.2024 which means the present appeal has been filed with delay of 59 days.

. 9. It is admitted that the appellant was not party in the complaint filed before the
learned Regulatory Authority and it has been submitted by the learned counsel for
the appellant that the appellant gathered knowledge through the promoter and that
is why, a copy of the impugned order was obtained from the promoter and
thereafter, appellant has filed the present appeal after the knowledge of the
impugned judgment and order. Therefore, the present appeal has been filed after

consultation with the learned counsel of the present appeal.



10.

11.

12.

13.

10. We are of the view that the appellant has shown good and sufficient cause in
filing the present appeal with delay of 59 days. Therefore, the present application

for condonation of delay in filing the present appeal is liable to be allowed.

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

allowed. Delay is condoned.
12. Registry is directed to convert this defective appeal into regular appeal.

13. List this appeal for hearing on 02.05.2025.

(Rameshwar Singh) (Sanjai Khare)

Dated: 07.04.2025
RANJEETSINGH



