THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 1

APPEAL-793/2021

PRAYAGRAJ DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY  rveeeees Appellant
Versus

GAURAV PANDEYGAURAV PANDEY  rveeeens Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

ANUPAM DWIVEDI R K PANDEY

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

Heard Anupam Dwivedi, the learned counsel for the applicant and Shri R.K.

Pandey, the learned counsel for the respondent on the application for amendment.

The submission of learned counsel for the applicant is that there is certain
discrepancy in the prayer clause of the memo of appeal, therefore, the necessity to

move present amendment application arose for correction of the prayer clause.

The learned counsel for the respondent has no objection to the proposed

amendment in the prayer clause of the appeal.

We have examined the submission of parties and perused the affidavit filed in

support of application for amendment.
On due consideration, the application is allowed.

The learned counsel for the applicant is permitted to incorporate the proposed

amendment in the prayer clause of memo of appeal during the course of the day.

The learned counsel for the respondent submitted that he has already filed
objections to the application for condonation of delay and he will file objection to

the grounds of appeal within a week. The respondent is directed to send objections



to the memo of appeal to the applicant and its counsel through e-mail within a
week. The learned counsel for the applicant will send reply to the application for
condonation of delay as well as grounds of appeal within two weeks thereafter.
The parties/legal representatives are directed to upload their respective

objection/reply on the e-portal of the Tribunal immediately thereafter.

List this defective appeal on 16.05.2022 for consideration of application for
condonation of delay and hearing.

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

Dated: 21.04.2022
SYEDTANVEER



