THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 1

APPEAL-469/2022

MISS BABLT e Appellant
Versus
M/S GANPATI INFRASTRUCTURE DEVELOPERS COMPANY. LTD ...ccceeeueee Respondent
Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent
SHAILESH KUMAR SRIVASTAVA SAURABH MISRA
GAUTAM JOHRI

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

Requests for adjournment have been received from both the sides.

Order-sheet reveals that vide order dated 07.02.2023 appellant was granted 10 days and
no more time for filing reply to the objections of the respondent. On examination, we

found that the reply has not been filed/uploaded by the appellant till date.

In the interest of justice, we grant a week’s and no more time to the appellant for filing
reply to the objections of the respondent. The appellant is further directed to send
softcopy of the reply to the objections on the e-mail ID of the respondent and its counsel,

within a week.
List this appeal for orders/hearing on 27.04.2023.

It is made clear that if the reply is not filed within the time as indicated above, the matter

will be proceeded on the basis of available records.

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

Dated: 17.03.2023
PRADEEPKUMAR



