
THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW 

Division Bench Court No. 2 

APPEAL-97/2019 

MEGHA PAL  .............Appellant 

Versus 
U.P. RERA & M/S ANSAL PROPERTIES & INFRASTRUCTURE LTD. .............Respondent  

Counsel for Appellant 
PANKAJ PANDEY 

Counsel for Respondent 
ANURAG SINGH 

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

Case called on. 

Mr. Ajay Kishore Pandey and Mr. Pankaj Pandey, learned counsels for appellant and Mr. 

Anurag Singh, learned counsel for respondent are present. 

Order sheet dated 16.12.2021 reveals that the Director of the Company was supposed to 

appear without fail today but the learned counsel for respondent failed to give any 

plausible reason for his non-appearance saying that he had already informed to the 

Director of the Company regarding order of the Hon’ble Tribunal to be present today 

before the Tribunal.  

Appellant/Applicant-Ms. Megha Pal is present before the Tribunal from Dehradun. The 

purpose for appearance of both the parties is to settle the matter amicably as requested by 

both the parties. Non-appearance of the Director of the Company on behalf of the 

respondent shows that he took the matter very lightly and applicant had to incur 

unnecessary expenses towards travelling from Dehradun and also wasted two days in 

travelling.. 

For the aforestated purpose, a cost of Rs.30,000/- is imposed upon the respondent.  

Learned counsel for respondent is directed to deposit the aforestated cost without fail, out 

of which Rs.15,000/- shall be deposited in the fund of the Tribunal and the rest of 

Rs.15,000/- shall be paid to the appellant/applicant.  

Heard. 



Judgment/order reserved.  

                  

 

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

Dated: 06.01.2022 
VIJAYKUMAR 


