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GAURSONS HI-TECH INFRASTRUCTURE PRIVATE LIMITED .............Appellant 

Versus 
VINEETA CHAUDHARYVINEETA CHAUDHARY .............Respondent  

Counsel for Appellant 
SAMRAT VAISH 
MOHIT YADAV 
SANGYA NEGI 

Counsel for Respondent 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice (Dr.) D.K. Arora, Chairman 
Hon’ble Mr. Sanjai Khare, Judicial Member 

Sri Samrat Vaish, Advocate is present on behalf of applicant. No one is present on 
behalf of respondent.  
 
Record reveals that the notice to the respondent has been treated as sufficient vide order 
dated 21.08.2023 while granting 10 days’ time for filing objections. No one is present 
on behalf of respondent, nor any objections have been filed despite the service of notice 
on the respondent through post as well as through online mode. Apart from this, the 
moment when any appeal is uploaded, an auto-generated link goes on the email IDs of 
the parties registered with the RERA. Similarly, the moment any orders/document is 
uploaded, a link is generated and goes to the parties and parties can download the memo 
of appeal alongwith annexure, orders or any other document. Thus, it cannot be said 
that the respondent is unaware about the present proceedings. 
 
As the service of notice on the respondent has already been treated as sufficient, 
therefore we are left with no option but to proceed ex-parte against the respondent.  
 
List this defective appeal for ex-parte hearing on 16.02.2024.  
 

(Sanjai Khare)                           (D.K. Arora) 

Dated: 09.01.2024 
SANTOSHKSHUKLA 


