
THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW 

Division Bench Court No. 1 

APPEAL-153/2021 

AVINASH KUMAR .............Appellant 

Versus 
SUNSHINE INFRA HEIGHTS PVT. LTD. .............Respondent  

Counsel for Appellant 
VIBHANSHU SRIVASTAVA 

Counsel for Respondent 

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

Shri Vibhanshu Srivastava, the learned counsel for the appellant submitted that the present 
appeal has been filed against the order of RERA dated 10.11.2020 on the ground that 
appellant approached the RERA for seeking refund of deposited amount on account of 
delay in completion of project, but the RERA vide impugned order directed to provide 
physical possession of the unit by June, 2021 along with CC/OC and pay interest @ 
MCLR+1% from 03.05.2018 till receipt of CC/OC or offer of possession whichever is 
later.  The RERA vide direction no. (e) of the impugned order further directed that if 
respondent fails to provide possession of the unit by June, 2021, the complainant can move 
application before the RERA for refund of the amount along with interest. 

The submission of learned counsel for the applicant is that the period prescribed in 
direction no. (a) has expired in June, 2021 and no offer of possession along with CC/OC 
has been given by the respondent, therefore, direction no. (e) came into operation and 
appellant wants to press the same before the RERA by moving an application under the 
provisions of the Act of 2016.  

Shri Saurabh Misra, the learned counsel for the respondent fairly submitted that the 
respondent could not offer the possession to the appellant as directed by the RERA vide 
order dated 10.11.2020. 

Appreciating the request of learned counsel for the appellant, we permit him to not press 
this appeal and approach the RERA as per direction no. (e) of the impugned order dated 
10.11.2020. The learned counsel for the appellant has also made endorsement in the order-
sheet regarding his intention to not press this appeal.  

In view of the above, the present appeal is dismissed as not pressed. 
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