THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 2

MISC. CASE-333/2020

GREATER NOIDA INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY ..o Appellant
Versus

KANYA LAL BHAT e Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

AJAY KUMAR GUPTA TUSHAR BAHADUR

RISHINDRA VIKRAM SINGH

Hon’ble Mr. T.B. Singh, Judicial Member
Hon’ble Mr. K.K. Jain, Technical Member

Counsel Mr. Rishindra Vikram Singh is present on behalf of the applicant. From
the side of the respondent Counsel Mr. Amit Yadav, holding brief of Mr. Tushar
Bahadur is present.

Counsel for the respondent submitted that the applicant has not made the complete
compliance of the provisions of Section 43(5) of the Act.

Counsel for the applicant submitted that he has not made the compliance of the
provisions of Section 43(5) of the Act in true legal sense. Learned counsel further
submitted on the last date also respondent objected on the ground of Section 43(5)
of the Act, but till date no objection has been filed. He submitted that an assured
date should be given to him to file objections on behalf of the respondent in respect
of the amount under Section 43(5) of the Act.

Last opportunity is given to the respondent for filing objections. The respondent is
directed to send the soft copy of the same to the applicant and its counsel. Reply, if
any, will be sent by the applicant to the respondent and his counsel.

List this case on 02.12.2022.

If the counsel for respondent fails to file objections on the amount deposited by the
applicant under Section 43(5) of the Act, we shall be proceed as per the provisions
of the Act.

(K.K. Jain) (T.B. Singh)

Dated: 02.11.2022
GAURAVSRI



