THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 1

APPEAL-346/2023

NITESH RUHELLA s Appellant
Versus

CONCERNED ADJUDICATING OFFICER UPRERA ... Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

SACHIN UPADHYAY

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

Sri Amandeep Singh, Advocate holding brief of Sri Sachin Upadhyay, learned
counsel for the appellant is present.

No one is present on behalf of respondent.

Record reveals that while treating notice sufficient on respondent vide order dated
23.01.2024, respondent was granted 10 days further time for filing objections but
respondent neither put in appearance nor filed any objections. Since service of
notice has already been treated sufficient on the respondent, we have left with no
option but to proceed ex-parte against respondent.

List this defective appeal consideration on application for condonation of delay
and ex-parte hearing against respondent on 08.04.2024.

It is, however, open for the respondent and his/her counsel to assist the Tribunal
on the basis of available record on memo of appeal as well as on legal issues
during course of hearing.

(Sanjai Khare) (D.K. Arora)

Dated: 04.03.2024
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