THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 2

APPEAL-355/2021

SARANSH KRISHNA e Appellant
Versus

SWASTIK MULTITRADE PVT.LTD e Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

ABHISHEK KHARE ANIL KUMAR TIWARI

AAHUTI AGARWAL RAM RAJ OJHA

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

Case called on.

Counsel Sri Abhishek Khare on behalf of appellant, and counsel Sri Ujjawal Tiwari holding
brief of counsel Sri Anil Kumar Tiwari appeared on behalf of respondent.

During the course of hearing counsel for the appellant submitted that sale deed of plot in
question has already been executed in favour of the appellant but till date the possession of
the same has not been given to the appellant.

On query counsel for the respondent submitted that it is true averment of the counsel for the
appellant that possession of the said plot could not be handed over to the appellant because
there are certain development charges due upon appellant. What are the development
charges due upon the appellant? Counsel for the respondent could not clarify it. He further
submitted that his senior counsel will clarify in the matter on the next date. Counsel for the
respondent further submitted that appellant has not amended the prayer clause till date. On
this point counsel for the appellant stated that he does not want to amend prayer clause.
When appellant does not want to amend his prayer clause, he could not be enforced for the
same.

Counsel for the respondent is directed to submit the details of the demand, if any, due upon
the appellant, before the date fixed.

Applicant/appellant is directed to appear on the next date fixed. Respondent is directed to

appear through MD/Director/Authorized Representative who is empowered to take

decision regarding settlement of the matter on the date fixed.

List this appeal on 03.02.2022 for further order.

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