THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 1

APPEAL-539/2021

NARESH CHANDRA SHASTRI s Appellant
Versus

PAARTH INFRABUILD PRIVATE LIMITEDPAARTH INFRABUILD

PRIVATE LIMITED s Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

SHAILENDER SINGH RAJIV SHUKLA

Hon’ble Mr. Justice (Dr.) D.K. Arora, Chairman
Hon’ble Mr. Rajiv Misra, Administrative Member

Shri Shailender Singh, Advocate is present on behalf of the applicant.

Order-sheet indicates that Shri Rajiv Shukla, Advocate put in appearance on behalf
of the respondent on 07.09.2021 and undertook to file his vakalatnama within a
week and on his request 10 days’ time was granted to file objections to the

application for condonation of delay as well as to the grounds of appeal.

Learned counsel for the applicant complaints that he has not received any
objections from the respondent till date and the time prescribed by this Tribunal
has expired. Record further reveals that after giving undertaking before this court
for filing his vakalatnama, Shri Rajiv Shukla has not filed his vakalatnama till date

and today he sent a request for adjournment.

If the Tribunal honours the words of a learned counsel regarding filing his
vakalatnama/objection/reply in time then that is necessary to be complied by the
concerned counsel in the time frame fixed by the Tribunal. Seeking adjournment
on personal ground has no relation to the compliance of the order. We warn Mr.

Rajiv Shukla, Advocate for his conduct on non-filing vakalatnama as undertaken



as well as objections to the application for condonation of delay and the grounds of

appeal.

In the interest of justice, we grant 10 days and no more time to the respondent for
filing objections to the application for condonation of delay as well as to the
grounds of appeal. The respondent is further directed to send copy of the same to
the applicant and his counsel through e-mail within 10 days. Reply, if any, will
be sent by the appellant to the respondent and its counsel through e-mail within

a week thereafter.

The parties/LRs are directed to upload their respective pleadings on the e-portal
of the Tribunal and file original of the same in the Registry at least a week prior

to the next date of listing.

List this case for consideration of application of condonation of delay and hearing

on 29.10.2021.

It 1s made clear that no objections to the application for condonation of delay as
well as to the grounds of appeal are filed in the time frame fixed by the Tribunal,
the opportunity will be closed.

(Rajiv Misra) (D.K. Arora)

Dated: 29.09.2021
GAURAVSRI
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