THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 1

MISC. CASE-264/2020

GREATER NOIDA INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY ... Appellant
Versus

ALOKSINGH e Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

RAJESH CHADHA

Hon’ble Mr. Justice (Dr.) D.K. Arora, Chairman
Hon’ble Mr. Rajiv Misra, Administrative Member

Sri Rajesh Chaddha, Advocate is present on behalf of the applicant. No one is
present on behalf of the respondent.

The record reveals that notice sent to the respondent in pursuance of the order
dated 23.10.2020 has been delivered to the respondent by the postal department on
31.10.2020. Orders of the Tribunal were communicated to the parties through
email. Notice was one again sent to the respondent on 13.02.2021 through email,
in pursuance to the order dated 20.01.2021. Despite service of notice through post,
through email and communication of orders to the respondent through email, no
one is present on behalf of the respondent. It cannot be said that the respondent is
not aware of the proceedings.

Section 44(5) of the Act mandates the Tribunal to make endeavour to decide the
appeal within 60 days from the date of its receipt. Since the respondent is not
appearing despite information sent through email and delivery of notice, we are left
with no option but to proceed against the respondent ex-parte.

List this case for consideration of application for condonation of delay on
27.10.2021.

(Rajiv Misra) (D.K. Arora)

Dated: 27.09.2021
SHAKIR



