
THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW 

Division Bench Court No. 1 

EA-14/2025 
IN 

Appeal/648/2022 

MOHIT TYAGI .............Appellant 

Versus 
U.P. AWAS EVAM VIKAS PARISHAD .............Respondent  

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent 

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

Heard Sri Rishindra Vikram Singh, learned counsel for the appellant decree holder, 
and Sri Vinay Kumar Pandey assisted by Sri Vaibhav Verma, counsels for the 
respondent/judgment debtor. 
 
The respondent has filed objections to the execution petition seeking to execute the 
judgment and decree dated 17.01.2025 passed by this Tribunal, wherein, the 
judgment debtor was required to satisfy compensation at Rs. 5 lakhs, and litigation 
cost at Rs. 20,000/-.   
 
Counsel for the respondent/judgment debtor submits that decree has not been 
satisfied, but submits, that a RERA Appeal (D) No. 60/2025 (U.P. Awas Evam 
Vikas Parishad Thru. Housing Commissioner Lko. VS. Sri Mohit Tyagi)  and 
RERA Appeal (D) No. 61/2025 (U.P. Awas Evam Vikas Parishad Thru. H/C LKO. 
VS Mohit Tyagi) has been filed by judgment debtor before the Hon’ble High 
Court, which is pending.  
 
In this backdrop, learned counsel submits that during pendency of appeal the 
execution of the decree be kept in abeyance.  
 
Submission of counsel for the respondent/judgment debtor lacks merit, admittedly, 
the appeal preferred before the Hon’ble High Court is defective appeal, further, no 
injunction order has been passed. Accordingly, the respondent/judgment debtor to 
show cause as to why the bank account of the judgment debtor may not be attached 
to satisfy the decree. 
 
The appellant/decree holder to furnish the bank details. 



 
List this appeal on 15.09.2025. 

 

(Devindar Singh Chaudhry)                           (Suneet Kumar) 

Dated: 29.08.2025 
PRADEEPKUMAR 


