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GUNAJAN SHARMA .............Appellant 
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M/S U.P. TOWNANSHIP INFRASTRUCTURE PVT. LTD. .............Respondent  

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

Case put up for hearing. 
Counsel Sri Shikhar Chaubey holding brief of Sri Pratush Chaubey appeared on behalf of 
applicant and counsel Sri D.N. Verma is present on behalf of opposite party.  
Counsel for the opposite party submitted that the unit/flat in question which was allotted to 
the applicant has been cancelled, he further submitted that no doubt applicant is entitled to 
get refund of his money deposited with the respondent but respondent is ready to give all 
the deposited amount without any interest.    
Learned counsel for the applicant stated that applicant Gunjan Sharma at presently residing 
in America but she has authorized her counsel Sri Pratush Chaubey to settle the matter on 
her behalf. 
Sri Pratush Chaubey, learned counsel for the applicant and authorized representative of the 
opposite party, who is empowered to take decision on its behalf are directed to appear on 
the date fixed, without fail.  
List this case on 28.09.2021. 

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

Dated: 08.09.2021 
PRADEEPKUMAR 


