THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 1

APPEAL-64/2022

AMARJEET MISHRA e Appellant
Versus

1. U.P. REAL ESTATE REGULATORY AUTHORITY e Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

KIRTI PRAKASH N N PANDEY

TUSHAR VERMA

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

Shri Kirti Prakash, Advocate is present on behalf of the applicant and Shri N.N.
Pandey, Advocate is present on behalf of the respondent.

The learned counsel for the applicant has not given any sufficient cause for not
approaching this Tribunal within the period of limitation and he has only relied on
the Judgment passed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in Suo Motu Writ Petition
(Civil) No. 3 of 2020.

The learned counsel for the respondent submitted that he had already filed
objections to the grounds of appeal, but could not file objection to the application
for condonation of delay. Therefore, in the interest of justice a week’s time be
granted for filing objections to the application for condonation of delay.

Appreciating the request of learned counsel for the respondent, we grant a week’s
time for filing objections to the application for condonation of delay. The
respondent will send objections to the application for condonation of delay to the
applicant and his counsel through e-mail within 10 days. Reply, if any, will be sent
by the applicant to the respondent and its counsel within a week 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 19.04.2022 for consideration of application for
condonation of delay and hearing.

Dated: 07.04.2022
Tanveer/- (K.K. Jain) (D.K. Arora)



