THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 1

RA-90/2024
IN
Appeal/582/2022
GORAKHPUR DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY e Appellant
Versus
RAM NAGINA YADAV e Respondent
Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

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

. Heard Sri Padmanabh Tiwari, learned counsel for the applicant/appellant/promoter,
and Sri Vasudev Tripathi, holding brief of Sri Abhishek Khare, learned counsel for
the respondent/allottee.

. Delay in filing recall application by approximately 88 days is not being opposed by
counsel appearing for the respondent/allottee.

. Cause shown is good and sufficient.

. Accordingly, application is allowed. Delay in filing the recall application is
condoned. Recall application is also allowed. Appeal to restore its original file and
number.

. On the consent of the parties, appeal is being heard on merit.

. The present appeal instituted by the appellant/promoter arises from judgment and

order dated 15.07.2020 passed by the Regulatory Authority in Complaint No.
LKO148/12/0473/2019.



7. The learned counsel for the respondent at the outset submits that present appeal can
be disposed of in the terms of judgment and order rendered in Appeal No. 290/2022
Gorakhpur Development Authority Vs. Kamla Chaurasiya, decided on 25.11.2024.

8. On being confronted with the aforenoted decision, learned counsel for the appellant
does not dispute the legal proposition and submits that facts of the present case are
similar, the appeal can be disposed of in terms thereof. In view thereof, the appeal is
disposed of in terms of judgment and order rendered in Kamla Chaurasiya (supra).
The period w.e.f. 17.12.2018 to 12.01.20221 shall be excluded from the period while
computing delay interest due to injunction granted by National Green Tribunal. The
impugned order shall stand modified hereinabove.

(Devindar Singh Chaudhry) (Suneet Kumar)

Dated: 24.02.2025
PRADEEPKUMAR



