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DR. SURENDRA KUMAR SHARMA HRIDESH SRIVASTAVA

Hon’ble Mr. Justice (Dr.) D.K. Arora, Chairman
Hon’ble Mr. K.K. Jain, Technical Member

Dr. Surendra Kumar Sharma, the learned counsel for the appellant submitted that
though the appellant has raised various grounds in order to challenge the order of
Adjudicating Officer of Regulatory Authority, but he confines only on Ground No.

a, b, 1, & o to challenge the impugned order.

The submission of learned counsel for the appellant is that there is no period
prescribed in the Brochure regarding offer of possession and there is no violation
of the provisions of Section 18 of the Act 2016. He further submitted that the LDA,
being the government body, has better right. The learned counsel for the appellant
was asked to place judgment in favour of his submission. Then the learned counsel
for the appellant submitted that he has quoted a judgment in Ground No. ‘r’,
passed in Appeal No. 6051/2012 (Ghaziabad Development Authority Vs.
Shakuntala Rastogi) in support of his submissions and that may be looked into

while deciding the issue.

Shri Hridesh Srivastava, the learned counsel for the respondent while opposing the
grounds of appeal, placed reliance on paras 53 and 71 of the judgment rendered by

this Tribunal in Appeal No. 295/2019 (U.P. Awas Evam Vikas Parishad Vs.



Devesh Kumar Tiwari) and also pointed out paras 7, 18, 21, 22 and 26 of the

objections.

The learned counsel for the appellant submitted that he does not want to say

anything in his replication.

Heard Dr. Surendra Kumar Sharma, the learned counsel for the appellant and Shri

Hridesh Srivastava, the learned counsel for the respondent.

Judgment reserved.

(K.K. Jain) (D.K. Arora)
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