
THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW 
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APPEAL-189/2021 

SUNITA AGRAWAL .............Appellant 

Versus 
SAHARA PRIME CITY LIMITED .............Respondent  

Counsel for Appellant 
VIPIN VERMA 

Counsel for Respondent 
SURENDRA KUMAR MISHRA 

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

Case called on. 
Counsel Sri Vipin Verma appeared on behalf of appellant, and counsel Sri Surendra Kumar 
Mishra on behalf of respondent No.1-Sahara Prime city and counsel Sri Ankit Kumar 
holding brief of counsel Sri Shobhit Mohan Shukla on behalf of respondent No.2-RERA 
appeared. 
The record shows that that in the instant appeal learned Regulatory Authority has not been 
impleaded as party. The record also shows that presence of counsel representing the 
Regulatory Authority is not required as matter has been settled between the parties. 
Counsel for the respondent No.1 submitted that respondent No.1 has paid Rs. 8,64,474/- 
today through RTGS and he further submitted that till date the respondent No.1 has paid 
total amount Rs. 28,64,474/-  
Counsel for the appellant submitted that total Rs. 30,50,000/- have been paid by the 
appellant to the respondent towards the principal amount.  
Counsel for the appellant is directed to send copy of the account statement to the counsel for 
the respondent No.1 and respondent is directed to pay the rest amount, if any, alongwith the 
agreed interest as per terms of settlement.     
List this appeal on 10.10.2022 for further order. 

 

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

Dated: 22.09.2022 
PRADEEPKUMAR 


