THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 1

APPEAL-196/2024

AR LANDCRAFTLLP e Appellant
Versus

RADHAKRISHNAN SRINIVASAN e Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

SYED MOHAMMAD ABID DRON MISHRA

SAURABH GAUBA

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Suneet Kumar, Chairman
Hon’ble Mr. Devindar Singh Chaudhry, Technical Member

. Syed Mohammad Abid, learned counsel for the appellant/promoter, and Sri Javedur

Rahman, learned counsel for the respondent/allottee are present.

. Counsel for the appellant submits that arguing counsel Sri Saurabh Gauba is not

present. Adjournment is being sought.

. It prima-facie appears from the documents brought on record that statement of
accounts pertaining to the interest component admissible to the respondent/allottee
has been manipulated by the appellant/promoter to the disadvantage of the
respondent/allottee. Learned counsel is unable to furnish a suitable explanation, but
admits that document pertains to the appellant. In view thereof, we are constrained to
summon the Accounts Officer of the appellant/promoter to appear alongwith
records/leisure pertaining to the unit, on the date fixed to satisfy as to how inflated
amounts has been demanded from the respondent/allottee despite the allottee having
satisfied the sale consideration of the unit. The appellant/promoter shall also
file/upload documents pertaining to the actual area of the unit handed over to the

respondent/allottee. It is alleged by the respondent/allottee that about 250 sq. fit is



short of the allotted unit against which the respondent has paid cost towards sale

consideration.

. It is clarified that no further adjournment shall be granted to the counsel for the
appellant. In the event, learned counsel appearing for the appellant unable to appear

on the date fixed, appellant/promoter shall make alternative arrangement.

. List this appeal on 09.04.2025.

(Devindar Singh Chaudhry) (Suneet Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2025
PRADEEPKUMAR



