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PRAYAGRAJ DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY  .............Appellant 
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VISHESH ADITYA SINGH .............Respondent  
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ANUPAM DWIVEDI 
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VIPUL AGARWAL 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice (Dr.) D.K. Arora, Chairman 
Hon’ble Mr. K.K. Jain, Technical Member 

Shri Sneh Shukla, Advocate holding brief of Shri Anupam Dwivedi, the learned 

counsel for the appellant is present.  

The learned counsel for the appellant prays that he may be granted a week’s time for 

filing reply to the objections of the respondent.  

Shri Vipul Agarwal, the learned counsel for the respondent vehemently opposed the 

request of learned counsel for the appellant and submitted that vide order dated 

15.03.2022, while fixing the date 26.04.2022, the appellant was directed to file reply 

to the objections of the respondent before the date fixed.  On 26.04.2022, the learned 

counsel for the appellant was granted 10 days’ further time for filing reply to the 

objections of the respondent. Thereafter on 11.05.2022 while fixing today’s date, the 

learned counsel for the appellant was granted one week and no more time for filing 

reply to the objections of the respondent. But till date no reply has been filed.  

The learned counsel for the respondent further submitted that Section 44(5) of the Act 

mandates the Tribunal to make an endeavour to dispose of appeal expeditiously within 

60 days from the date of its receipt and the present appeal is pending since 

01.04.2021. The learned counsel for the respondent submitted that as the stop order 



has already been passed by this Tribunal, therefore, opportunity to file reply by the 

appellant be closed and the matter be heard on merit. 

Appreciating the submission of learned counsel for the respondent and the fact that 

three opportunities have already been granted to the appellant for filing reply to the 

objections of the respondent, but the same has not been filed, therefore, we close the 

opportunity of filing reply by the applicant and direct the learned counsel for the 

appellant to make submissions on merit.  

Shri Sneh Shukla, Advocate submitted that since he is holding brief and he has not 

been authorized by Shri Anupam Dwivedi, the learned counsel for the appellant to 

argue this appeal, therefore some other date be fixed in the month of July for hearing.  

Appreciating the request of Shri Sneh Shukla, Advocate holding brief of Shri Anupam 

Dwivedi, the learned counsel for the appellant, list this appeal for hearing on 

14.07.2022.  

 

(K.K. Jain)                           (D.K. Arora) 

Dated: 24.05.2022 
SYEDTANVEER 


