THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 2

MISC. CASE-92/2020

GHAZIABAD DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY e Appellant
Versus

SHRI ABHINAV KUMAR VERMA e Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

RAM RAJ SAVITA JAIN

RISHABH RAJ

Hon’ble Mr. T.B. Singh, Judicial Member
Hon’ble Mr. K.K. Jain, Technical Member

Case called on.

Counsel Sri Rishabh Raj appeared on behalf of applicant and counsel Ms. Savita Jain
appeared on behalf of respondent.

Counsel for the applicant submitted that it is obvious that the delay has been caused in
filing the instant case but the said delay is not intentional on part of the applicant, it is
also caused by departmental approvals and correspondence. He further submitted that
the facts of the case requires to be heard the matter on merit, hence the limitation
application be allowed.

Countervailing the arguments of learned counsel for the applicant, counsel for the
respondent submitted that facts mentioned in the limitation application do not explained
the sufficient reasons on the basis of which the applicant sought to condone the delay.
She also stated that the internal correspondence in no way be considered to condone the
delay in limitation application. She also submitted that the limitation application be
rejected out rightly.

Both the parties wished to file law on points.

Counsels for the parties may file ruling on the point and also exchange the same.
Judgment reserved on the point of limitation.

(K.K. Jain) (T.B. Singh)

Dated: 08.12.2021
PRADEEPKUMAR



