THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 1

APPEAL-131/2020

GREATER NOIDA INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY = .eeeeeee Appellant
Versus

GAURAV AGARWAL e Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

RAJESH CHADHA GAURAV AGARWAL

NIRMIT SRIVASTAV

Hon’ble Mr. Justice (Dr.) D.K. Arora, Chairman
Hon’ble Mr. K.K. Jain, Technical Member

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

for the respondent, is present.

Record reveals that vide order dated 21.09.2021 on the request of learned counsel
for the appellant two weeks’ and no more time was granted for filing reply to the
objections of the respondent. Subsequently, vide order dated 22.10.2021, the
opportunity to file reply to the objections of the respondent was closed. The
appellant without seeking permission and moving application for recall of order
dated 22.10.2021 uploaded the reply on 14.07.2022 to the objections of the

respondent.

As the reply has already been filed by the applicant, in the interest of justice, we

deem it proper to take the reply of the appellant on record for consideration.
With the consent of learned counsels for the parties, we proceed to hear the appeal.

The learned counsel for the appellant submitted that though in the prayer clause the
prayer has been made for setting aside of the order of RERA, but he confines his



prayer only with respect to direction no. 2 of the impugned order dated 28.11.2019,
whereby the appellant has been directed to pay interest @ MCLR+1% w.e.f.
30.01.2017 till offer of possession.

Heard learned counsels for the parties.

Judgment reserved.

(K.K. Jain) (D.K. Arora)

Dated: 03.08.2022
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