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21.25.28
1]  CA Mr. Ashwin Shah submits that being aggrieved by the Order
dated 30" October, 2023, the Promoter has filed second Appeal in the
Hon’ble High Court and prayed to adjourn the matters for compliance
of proviso to Section 43(5) of RERA Act, 2016.

2] Record reveals that by the Order dated 30™ October, 2023,
Appellant was directed to deposit entire amount as ordered by the
learned Authority in compliance of proviso to Section 43(5) of RERA.
The matter was adjourned for compliance of proviso to Section 43(5)
of RERA to 23" January, 2024. On 23" January, 2024, the Appellant/
Promoter sought time to comply with proviso to Section 43(5) of RERA.
Despite this, now the Promoter is seeking further adjournment on the
ground of filing second Appeal by him against the Order. It means the
Promoter is just buying the time to comply with proviso to Section
43(5) of RERA. Since the Promoter has failed to comply with proviso
to Section 43(5) of RERA, these Appeals stand dismissed for want of

compliance.
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