THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 1

APPEAL-589/2022

SUNCITY HI-TECH INFRASTRUCTURES PRIVATE LIMITED ... Appellant
Versus

SANTOSH BHATT e Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

HIMANSHU BORA SACHIN GUPTA

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

List revised.

No one is present on behalf of applicant. No request for Passover/adjournment has

been received from the applicant.

Sri Tushar Bahadur, Adovate, present on behalf of respondent, informs that he has
also received a request from Sri Himanshu Bora, learned counsel for the appellant
for grant of three days time for filing reply to the objections of the respondent.

Taking into consideration the request from Sri Sri Himanshu Bora, learned
counsel for the appellant for grant of three days time through counsel for
respondent for filing reply to the objections of the respondent, we grant three days
and no more time to the applicant for filing reply to the objections of the
respondent on the cost of Rs 5000/- taking into consideration that learned counsel
for the appellant has already been granted two opportunities for filing reply to the
objections of the respondent. The appellant has been granted 10 day’s time vide
order dated 27.02.2023 and thereafter a week’s time vide order dated 16.05.2023.

The cost so received will be utilized for the welfare of the library of the legal

representatives.

List this appeal for hearing/orders on 21.09.2023.

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

Dated: 15.09.2023
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