THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 1

APPEAL-146/2021

NEW OKHLA DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY  eeeeeeeee Appellant
Versus

HEMLATA e Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

ASHOK SHUKLA

Hon’ble Mr. Justice (Dr.) D.K. Arora, Chairman
Hon’ble Mr. Rajiv Misra, Administrative Member

Heard Shri Ashok Shukla, learned counsel for the applicant on the application for
amendment in prayer clause. The submission of learned counsel for the applicant is
that there i1s minor correction in the prayer clause and in the interest of justice the

same may be permitted to be incorporated.

We examined the submissions of learned counsel for the applicant and perused the
affidavit filed in support of amendment application. Learned counsel for the
applicant wants that in the first line of relief (1) the word quash and before the word

the applicant may be permitted to insert the sentence “part (ii)”.

On due consideration, the application is allowed. Learned counsel for the applicant

1s permitted to incorporate the proposed amendment during the course of the day.

Learned counsel for the applicant is also directed to ensure the compliance of order
dated 26.03.2021. It is once again made clear that if the complete compliance of
the provisions of Section 43(5) of the Act is not made by the next date of listing
and the certificate of CA indicating the calculation for the amount for compliance

of Section 43(5) of the Act is not filed, the present defective appeal will be



dismissed for non compliance of the provisions of Section 43(5) Act as well as

non-compliance of this Tribunal’s order dated 26.03.2021 alongwith today’s order.

List this case on 25.10.2021.

(Rajiv Misra) (D.K. Arora)

Dated: 05.10.2021
GAURAVSRI



