THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 2

APPEAL-322/2022

JITENDER SINGH CHHABRA  rveeeennnes Appellant
Versus

YAMUNA EXPRESSWAY INDUSTRIAL DEVLOPMENT
AUTHORITYYAMUNA EXPRESSWAY INDUSTRIAL

DEVLOPMENT AUTHORITY e Respondent
Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent
MAHIMA PAHWA

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

Case called on.

Counsel Miss Mahima Pahwa appeared on behalf of applicant. Respondent is absent.
Counsel for the applicant submitted that she has not received objection against the delay
condonation application till date.

Counsel for the applicant drew our attention towards order-sheet dated 10.08.2022 wherein
it is mentioned that “None appeared on behalf of respondent”. In the next line it is
mentioned that learned counsel for the respondent submitted that objection against the delay
condonation application has been filed and its copy has been sent to the applicant.
Obviously, the above noting in order-sheet dated 10.08.2022 appears to be wrong, when no
one was present on behalf of respondent then how it is possible that learned counsel for the
respondent submitted that objection against the delay condonation application has been
filed.

Counsel for the applicant further submitted that counsel Sri Prashant Singh was present on
behalf of respondent on the last date but she has not received copy of the objection against
the delay condonation application.

The record speaks that counsel for the respondent has not filed his Vakalatnama till date.
Counsel Sri Prashant Singh is directed to file his Vakalatnama as well as objection against
the delay condonation application, and copy of the objection against the delay condonation
application will be sent on the respective e-mail addresses of the applicant and his counsel,
within 15 days.

List this defective appeal on 13.10.2022 for disposal of delay condonation application and its
objection, if any.



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

Dated: 12.09.2022
PRADEEPKUMAR



