THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 1

RA-68/2025
IN
Appeal/129/2024
FLORAL REALCONPVTLTD  rveeeeeennes Appellant
Versus
SUBHRAKANT SAHOO s Respondent
Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Suneet Kumar, Chairman
Hon’ble Mr. Sanjai Khare, Judicial Member
Hon’ble Mr. Rameshwar Singh, Administrative Member

Heard learned counsel for the applicant-promoter.

The applicant has filed RA No. 68/2025, seeking recall of order dated 24.10.2025,
whereby, the appeal came to be dismissed for non-compliance of mandate of
Section 43(5) of the Act 2016, despite several opportunities being granted to the
applicant.

The learned counsel for the applicant submits that the mandate of Section 43(5)
of the Act, 2016 has now been complied by depositing Rs.2,25,989/-. The
Registry has submitted its report.

In this backdrop, learned counsel for the applicant submits that the appeal be
restored to its original file and number.

We have carefully perused Section 43(5) of the Act, 2016. Since the appeal came
to be dismissed for non-compliance of mandatory provision, in the circumstances,
in our opinion, the appeal earlier instituted by the appellant cannot be restored.

The applicant/appellant, if so advised, may file fresh appeal by disclosing the
deposit made under Section 43(5) of the Act, 2016, and/or, may take appropriate
remedy in accordance with law.

The application (RA No. 68/2025), being misconceived, accordingly, rejected.

(Rameshwar Singh) (Sanjai Khare) (Suneet Kumar)

Dated: 05.02.2026
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