THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 2

MISC. CASE-519/2020

M/S BAYA WEAVERLTD. e Appellant
Versus

ABHILAKH SINGHRATHORE e Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

SAURABH MISRA AMITA YADAV

KK SINGH

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

Case called on.

Counsel Sri Mandeep Singh on behalf of applicant, and counsel Sri Amit Yadav on behalf
of opposite party appeared.

During the course of argument, counsel for the opposite party submitted that amount due
from the builder-company has been recovered by the Regulatory Authority and the same
has been received by the opposite party. He further submitted that there is no dispute at all
between the parties at this juncture.

Counsel for the applicant submitted that it is true that the amount has been recovered by
the Regulatory Authority from the builder-company, hence there is no justification to
continue this suit further more. But the learned counsel for the applicant stated that the
amount deposited towards Section 43(5) of the Act must be given to the builder-company,
as it is demand of justice. To this effect, the counsels for both the parties haves noted on
the margin of the order-sheet.

In the light of above, the applicant is permitted to withdraw the instant case. Registry is
directed to send the amount deposited towards Section 43(5) of the Act through RTGS in
the account of builder-company M/s. Baya Weaver Ltd. and for the purpose the applicant
is directed to move an application. On this point learned counsel for the opposite party also
showed his concern.

Let the file be consigned to the record room.

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

Dated: 21.10.2021
PRADEEPKUMAR



