THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 1

APPEAL-270/2020

GREATER NOIDA INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY = .eeeeeee Appellant
Versus

SAROJ ARYA e Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

RAJESH CHADHA NIRMIT SRIVASTAVA

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

Shri Rajesh Chadha, Advocate is present on behalf of the appellant and Shri
Shrajak Srivastava, Advocate, holding brief of Shri Nirmit Srivastava, Advocate is

present on behalf of the respondent.

Learned counsel for the appellant informs that he has filed the reply to the
objections of the respondent today, but some defects have been reported by the

Registry and the same will be removed by him during the course of the day.

Learned counsel for the respondent submitted that it is not proper for the learned
counsel for the appellant to file reply without serving the copy of the same to the

respondent.

Without going into this controversy, we simply direct the learned counsel for the
appellant to serve the copy of the reply to the respondent and her counsel during

the course of the day either physically or soft copy on their email IDs.
List this appeal for final hearing on 11.04.2022.

(Rajiv Misra) (D.K. Arora)

Dated: 22.03.2022
GAURAVSRI



