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List revised. 
Sri Harish Pandey, learned counsel for the appellant presses that without any material or 
pleadings before the Regulatory Authority the issue with respect to the stoppage of work 
on account of the order of N.G.T. has been framed and order of the Principal Bench of 
the N.G.T. also relied, wherein respondent Nos. 4 & 5 gave an undertaking that they will 
not raise any construction or carryout other activity in the building which are under 
construction without first obtaining the Enviromentional Clearance, but it is not clear 
that who are respondent Nos. 4 & 5. Copy of the order has been placed on record by the 
respondents in its objections to the grounds of instant appeal without clarifying the 
applicability of the restrictions on the respondent.  
The learned counsel for the respondent Sri Bhupendra Singh also submitted that issue of 
N.G.T. was for the first time raised by the appellant in this appeal, whereas no pleadings 
were made by the appellant in its complaint. 
We are surprised to see that the objections of learned counsel for the respondent. From 
perusal of the impugned order it is evident that the issue of N.G.T. was raised before the 
learned RERA and the submission of the respondent regarding applying before the 
competent authority for enviromentional clearance. The order of the Principal Bench of 
N.G.T. in original application No. 182 of 2017 (Ashwani Yadav Vs. Union of India and 
Ors.) has been reproduced and apparently issue on account of order of N.G.T. was raised 
by the respondent, hence the appellant is perfectly right in raising the grievance against 
the concession granted on account of order of N.G.T.  
Learned counsel for the respondent is directed to clarify the position as to whether in the 
original application No. 182 of 2017 (Ashwani Yadav Vs. Union of India and Ors.) the 
Kanpur Development Authority was a party and further in order to verify the position 
with respect to the issue of restraining order of the N.G.T. and who has placed the related 
documents on record. We deem it proper to summon the record of the proceedings of 



complaint No. LKO157/06/55342/2020 alongwith the records of all other connected 
matters.  
The Registrar of the Tribunal is directed to request the Secretary, U.P. RERA for sending 
the records, as directed above.   
List this appeal for orders on 31.05.2023. 
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