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The submission of the appellant in person is that the complaint was listed before
the Adjudicating Officer of RERA on 16.03.2020 and when the matter was taken
up, the respondent was not present and the case was fixed for 07.04.2020. It
appears that subsequently the respondent appeared and filed additional reply and
also made submissions in the absence of the appellant.

On checking the record of RERA, we find that as per the A.O’s order dated
16.03.2020, the learned counsel for the respondent had filed additional reply and
the case was directed to be listed on 07.04.2020. The case was adjourned on
account of COVID-19 pandemic on 07.04.2020, and fixed for 27.05.2020. On
27.05.2020, the complaint was dismissed and thereafter the impugned order dated
27.05.2020 was uploaded on the portal of the RERA.

The appellant further submitted that the additional reply of the respondent has not
been served on the appellant and the arguments of the respondent have been heard
in the absence of the appellant after fixing the date on 07.04.2020 by the
Adjudicating Officer of the RERA and therefore the impugned order has been
passed in violation of principle of natural justice.

Learned counsel for the respondent is directed to make submissions/objections, if
any, to the averments of the appellant with respect to filing of additional reply
before the Adjudicating Officer without serving the copy of the same on the
appellant and making submissions before the Adjudicating Officer in the absence
of the appellant, within a week.

List this case on 19.04.2021.
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