THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 1

APPEAL-857/2022

PARAS GARG e Appellant
Versus

MR. SANJAY SINGHALMR. SANJAY SINGHAL e Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

KARUNANIDHI YADAV DR. AZHAR IKRAM

SHISHIR YADAV MANISH SINGH

Hon’ble Mr. Justice (Dr.) D.K. Arora, Chairman
Hon’ble Mr. Sanjai Khare, Judicial Member

Heard Sri Karunanidhi Yadav, learned counsel for appellant and Dr.Azhar
Ikram, learned counsel for respondent.

Learned counsel for respondent has raised an objection on the
maintainability of the complaint before the Adjudicating Officer of the
Regulatory Authority on the ground that the appellant choose to remain
with the project, hence complaint for compensation in pursuance to
proviso of Section 18(1) of the Act, 2016, was not maintainable.

Learned counsel for respondent further submitted that the respondent has
not challenged the said order and, therefore, whatever has been granted by
the Adjudicating Officer, they are bound to honour the same.

Sri Karunanidhi Yadav, learned counsel for appellant after hearing the
objection of the respondent prays that he may be permitted not to press the
instant appeal as the appellant wants to approach the appropriate forum
for raising his grievance.

Appreciating the request of learned counsel for appellant, we permit the
appellant to withdraw the appeal.

Accordingly the appeal is dismissed as not pressed.

However, it is open for the appellant to approach the appropriate
authority, if advised.

(Sanjai Khare) (D.K. Arora)

Dated: 29.05.2024
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