
THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW 

Division Bench Court No. 1 

APPEAL-441/2023 

RATAN BUILDTECH PRIVATE LIMITED .............Appellant 

Versus 
SATVINDER SINGH AND SHILPI MALHOTRASATVINDER SINGH 
AND SHILPI MALHOTRA .............Respondent  

Counsel for Appellant 
MAHIMA PAHWA 

Counsel for Respondent 

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

Ms.Mahima Pahwa is present on behalf of applicant. 

No one is present on behalf of respondent. 

Order sheet reveals that Sri Manish Srivastava, Advocate appeared for respondent 
on 05.01.2024 and sought 10 days’ time for filing objections to the application for 
condonation of delay as well as grounds of appeal but counsel for respondent chose 
to file objection only on the application for condonation of delay whereas objection 
to the grounds of appeal was also required to be filed by the counsel for 
respondent. 

In our orders while issuing notice we are calling objections to the application for 
condonation of delay as well as simultaneously on the grounds of appeal, in order 
to achieve the mandate of Section 44(5) of the Act, 2016. 

In the interest of justice, we grant 10 days’ and no more time to the respondent to 
file objections to the grounds of appeal as well. Soft copy of the same will be 
uploaded on the e-mail ID of the applicant and its counsel within 10 days. On 
receipt of the same, reply if any, will be filed by the applicant within a week 
thereafter.  

List this defective appeal for consideration of application for condonation of delay 
and  hearing on 15.03.2024. 

(Sanjai Khare)                           (D.K. Arora) 

Dated: 13.02.2024 
MOHDIRKHAN 


