THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 2

RA-89/2024
IN
Appeal/675/2022
VAIBHAV CHATURVEDI  eeeeeeeeee Appellant
Versus

EXPERION DEVELOPERS PVT. LTDEXPERION DEVELOPERS

PVT.LTD e Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

Hon’ble Mr. Sanjai Khare, Judicial Member
Hon’ble Mr. Rameshwar Singh, Administrative Member

Heard Sri Jatin Chadha, learned counsel for the applicant/appellant and Ms Fuhar

Gupta, learned counsel for the respondent.

Learned counsel for the applicant/appellant submits that first recall application was
filed on 03.08.2023 which was kept pending by the Registry without any information
to the appellant/appellant. Later on the appellant/applicant was advised to file fresh
recall application and in pursuance to that, the appellant/applicant filed 2™ recall
application on 01.09.2023. Learned counsel for the appellant submits that Registry
did not communicate any defect and the 2™ recall application also kept pending for
long time, therefore, the applicant had to file 3™ recall application along with

application for condonation of delay on 27.09.2024.

Registry is directed to report the cause of the pendency of first two recall

applications, as said to be filed by the appellant/applicant.

Registry is also directed to show the name of Sri Jatin Chadha, Advocate, as learned
counsel for the appellant/applicant in cause list provided that all other formalities

have been complied by the counsel.

List this recall application for orders/hearing on 18.04.2025.

(Rameshwar Singh) (Sanjai Khare)

Dated: 26.03.2025
MANSINGH



