THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 1

APPEAL-383/2023

UMESH KUMAR e Appellant
Versus

UPPAL CHADHA HI-TECH DEVELOPERS PVT.LTD.  ..eeeeee Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

YOUGENDER SINGH AMIT YADAV

SUMIT SHARMA

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

Request for adjournment has been received on behalf of Sri Sumit Sharma,
learned counsel for the applicant through respondent ‘Uppal Chadha Hi-Tech
Developers Pvt. Ltd’.

On examination, we found that ‘Uppal Chadha Hi-Tech Developers Pvt. Ltd’ is
respondent and is being represented by Sri Amit Yadav, Advocate who has filed
his vakalatnama on 18.09.2023 and Sri Sumit Sharma is counsel for the applicant.
We are surprised to see the adjournment application and apparently it has been
provided without taking into consideration that Sri Sumit Sharma is not counsel
for the respondent.

Sri Sumit Sharma, Advocate is to take care in future. Even otherwise the
application for adjournment is required to be filed by the learned counsels for the
parties except where the either parties are appearing in person.

Record further reveals that the applicant has not filed reply to the objections of
the respondent.

In the interest of justice we grant one week and no more time to applicant to file
reply, if any, to the objections of the respondent.

List this defective appeal for consideration on application for condonation of
delay and hearing on 18.04.2024.

(Sanjai Khare) (D.K. Arora)

Dated: 13.03.2024
MANSINGH



