
THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW 

Division Bench Court No. 1 

APPEAL-606/2020 

YAMUNA EXPRESSWAY INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT 
AUTHORITY .............Appellant 

Versus 
RAVINDRA KUMAR .............Respondent  

Counsel for Appellant 
PRASHANT KUMAR  
KUSHAGRA DIKSHIT 
FUHAR GUPTA 

Counsel for Respondent 
RESPONDENT IN-PERSON 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice (Dr.) D.K. Arora, Chairman 
Hon’ble Mr. K.K. Jain, Technical Member 

Heard Shri Prashant Kumar, the learned counsel for the appellant assisted by Ms. 
Fuhar Gupta, Advocate. 

The submission of learned counsel for the appellant is that the lease-deed has been 
executed on 22.09.2022, but the possession has still not been give to the 
respondent. Now, the respondent has applied for possession and steps will be taken 
accordingly. In the present appeal the only grievance of the appellant is with 
respect to interest awarded by the Regulatory Authority @ MCLR+1% for the 
delay in possession. 

The submission of learned counsel for the appellant is that the project could not 
take off on account of farmers’ agitation and the litigation before the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court. The Hon’ble Supreme Court stayed the Government Order 
regarding acquisition of the land in favour of the appellant. The learned counsel for 
the appellant submitted that the exact details of the order of Hon’ble Supreme 
Court and G.O. will be placed on the next date of listing. It is further submitted that 
the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the appeal of appellant by means of order dated 
19.05.2022 set aside the order of Hon’ble High Court and on account of litigation 
the project could not proceed, which resulted in delay. Therefore, on account of 
this hindrance, which was beyond the control of the appellant, the interest granted 
by the Regulatory Authority for delay in offering the possession deserves to be set 
aside.  

The respondent, who appears in person, submitted that he is required time to go 
through the Judgment of Hon’ble Supreme Court submitted by learned counsel for 



the appellant. He further submitted that as far as his money and money of various 
allottees is concerned, the same remained with the appellant and the appellant 
earned interest on the same, therefore the interest earned by the appellant is 
required to be imparted to the concerned allottees.  

Appreciating the request of learned counsel for the appellant as well as respondent, 
list this appeal for further hearing on 29.09.2022.     

(K.K. Jain)                           (D.K. Arora) 

Dated: 23.09.2022 
SYEDTANVEER 


