BEFORE THE REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, PUNJAB
SCO No. 95-98, Bank Square, P.F.C Building, Sector-17-B, Chandigarh
CAUSE LIST FOR 16th MAY 2022 (AT 10:30 AM) (MONDAY)

PRELIMINARY HEARING

Rajinder Singla,Advocate for the appellant

1 Appeal No.70 of 2022 Om Scaffolders versus Chandigarh Overseas Pvt.Ltd. Mb 9416170696 Email:
Appeal No.71 of 2022 M/s Country Colonisers Pvt Ltd. Versus Jasvinder Singh
Tejeshwar Singh, Diwangana Chhillar and
. . Surbhi Grover, Advocate for the Appellant
J . M/s Country Colonisers Pvt Ltd. Versus Krishan Kumar ’
2 Appeal No. 72 of 2022 /s Country i v us Kri u Mb.9914017999
Email:tejeshwar.legal@gmail.com
Appeal No.73 of 2022 M/s Country Colonisers Pvt Ltd versus Sweety Sharma
Sachin Jaglan Versus M/s Manohar Infrastructure & Mr. Vishal Satija, Advocate Mb:9915199409
3 Appeal No. 38 of 2022 Constructions Pvt. Ltd. adv.vishalsatijal1981@gmail.com
Application N0.95 of 2022
4 (for delay of 107 days) | PUDA through Estate Officer Versus Kanta Singhal
Appeal No. 62 of 2022 Mr. Bhupinder Singh Adv. for the (appellant)
Mb. No. 09872887091
5 Appeal No. 63 of 2022 PUDA through Estate Officer Versus Harish Jain
NOTICE
Application No. 58 of 2022 Navjit Singh Sandhu Versus M/s Ansal Properties & Mr. Munish Gupta advocate for Appellant
6 (for delay of 15 days)
Infrastructure Ltd Mb: 98140-61084
Appeal No. 41 of 2022
Application No 80 of 2022 . . . Mr. Arshdeep Bhullar, Advocate for Appellant
- (for stay) Vinay Suri Versus Grezfletllﬂlgri)hah Area Development Mb: 98767-32103
Appeal No. 51 of 2022 ty
Application No. 09 of 2022 Mr. Sanjeev Gupta g&(;]{\/i;.eR;pugﬁrar:in Singh, Advocates
8 (For Delay of 118 days) Meenal Lall Versus GVT Builders and Developers PP
Mb No. 9501142800
Appeal No. 07 of 2022 . .
sanjeevgupta253@gmail.com
ARGUMENTS
Application No. 22 of
9 2022 Mohan Lal and others Versus PUDA, Jalandhar
(For Delay of 64 Days ) ’
Appeal No. 11 of 2022 Ms. Manju Goyal, Advocate for the appellant
Mb. No. 9650206133
Application No. 21 of Mr. Bhupinder Singh, Adv. For respondent
10 2022 Kokila Gupta versus The Chief Administrator,
(For Delay of 76 Days ) PUDA, Mohali
Appeal No. 13 of 2022
Application No. 44 of
2022
Appllcatzl(();;é\lo. 16 of Omaxe New Chandigarh Versus Sandeep Mann
(For delay of 252 days ) Mr. Munish Gupta, Advocate for the appellant
14 || Appeal No. 16 of 2022 Mb. No. 09814061084
7 Application No. 44 of Mr. Amitabh Tewari, Advocate for the respodent
2022 Mb. No. 9814016469
Appllcatzl(();;é\lo. 17 of Omaxe New Chandigarh Versus Rupinder Mann
(For delay of 252 days )
Appeal No. 17 of 2022
Mr. Avtar Singh Syan, Advocate (for appellant) Mb.
12 Appeal No. 219 of 2020 Harnek Singh Versus PUDA No. 9417012854
Mr. Bhupinder Singh , Advocate for the respondent
Appeal No. 58 of 2021 Satwinder Sinigh Versus Sukhchain Singh
Appeal No. 59 of 2021 Subash Singh Versus Sukhchain Singh
Appeal No. 60 of 2021 Mohammad Isha Versus Sukhchain Singh
Sanjeev Sharma Versus Baba Banda Singh Bahadur Mr. Himanshu Qupta, Ms. Nikita Garg and Mr.
A ] . Yaseen Sethi Counsels for the appellant
ppea No. 61 of 2021 Enterprlses
13 J Mb. No. 7837335840
Archana Sharma Versus Baba Banda Singh Bahadur advhimanshu08@gmail.com
Appeal No. 62 of 2021 Enterprises Ms. Bhawna Thakur, Advocate for the
Chander Parkash Versus Baba Banda Singh respondent
Appeal No. 63 of 2021 Bahadur Enterprises

Application No. 102 of
2021 (Delay of 20 days)
Appeal No. 92 of 2021

Adhip Manchanda Versus Sukhchain Singh




