THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 1

APPEAL-434/2023

UPPAL CHADHA HI-TECH DEVELOPERS PVT.LTD. . Appellant
Versus

SANDEEP MISHRASANDEEP MISHRA e Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

AMIT YADAV ABHAY GUPTA

BAL KISHOR VERMA

Hon’ble Mr. Justice (Dr.) D.K. Arora, Chairman
Hon’ble Mr. Sanjai Khare, Judicial Member

Sri Amit Yadav, learned counsel for the applicant is present. No one is present
on behalf of respondent. No request for passover/adjournment has been received
either from respondent or from his counsel.

Record reveals that the Vakalatnama of Sri Abhay Gupta was filed on 17.08.2023.
On 18.08.2023, on the request of Sri Abhay Gupta, learned counsel for the
respondent 10 days’ time was granted for filing objections to the application for
condonation of delay as well as grounds of appeal.

Learned counsel for the applicant informs that he has not received any objections
from the respondent.

We have also checked the portal and found that the respondent has not made
compliance of order dated 18.08.2023.

The provision of Section 44(5) of the Act 2016 mandates the Tribunal to make
an endeavour to dispose of appeal within a period of 60 days from the date of its
receipt. It is not possible without the cooperation of the other side as even after
filing of his Vakalatnama and seeking 10 days’ time on 18.08.2023 for filing
objections, the respondent did not choose to file the objections till date.

We are, therefore, constrained to stop the opportunity of the respondent to file
objections to on the application for condonation of delay as well grounds of
appeal.

List this defective appeal for consideration of application for condonation of
delay and hearing on 15.02.2024.



The counsel for respondent is, however, at liberty to address the Tribunal on the
basis of available documents, memo of appeal as well as legal issues in the
absence of the reply of respondent.

(Sanjai Khare) (D.K. Arora)

Dated: 08.01.2024
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