THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 1

1A-2882/2023
IN

Appeal/145/2019
GULSHAN SETHI e Appellant
Versus
MORPHEUS PRODEVELOPERS PVT.LTD. e Respondent
Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

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

Heard Shri Siddharth Nandwani, learned counsel for the applicant and Dr. Azhar

Ikram, learned counsel for the respondent.

The submission of learned counsel for the applicant is that the instant appeal was
decided vide order dated 08.12.2022 and while deciding issue no. 1 in the second
last line of paragraph no. 30, due to typographical mistake, the word “appellant”
has been mentioned in place of “respondent”. Therefore, the word “appellant” is

required to be corrected.

Dr. Azhar Ikram, learned counsel for the respondent submitted that the word

“appellant” has been wrongly transcribed, whereas it should be “respondent”.

We have examined the submissions of learned counsels for the parties and perused

the judgment and order dated 08.12.2022.

In the order dated 08.12.2022, the sentence of second last line of paragraph no. 30
reads as- “Therefore, the submission of the learned counsel for the appellant that
the appellant is investor, hence instant appeal is not maintainable cannot be
accepted”. In this sentence the word “appellant” has been wrongly transcribed in

place of respondent.



Accordingly, the application is allowed. Now, the last sentence of para-30 of

judgment and order dated 08.12.2022 will be read as under:

“Therefore, the submission of the learned counsel for the respondent that the

appellant is investor, hence instant appeal is not maintainable cannot be accepted.”

The correction is also made in the original order with red ink.

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

Dated: 25.09.2023
SYEDTANVEER



