
THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW 

Division Bench Court No. 1 

APPEAL-785/2021 

GREATERNOIDAINDUSTRIALDEVELOPMENTATHORITY .............Appellant 

Versus 
RAVINDRA ARORARAVINDRA ARORA .............Respondent  

Counsel for Appellant 
AJAY KUMAR GUPTA 
RISHINDRA VIKRAM SINGH 

Counsel for Respondent 
ABHISHEK SHUKLA 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice (Dr.) D.K. Arora, Chairman 
Hon’ble Mr. K.K. Jain, Technical Member 

Mr. Rishindra Vikram Singh, learned counsel for the appellant is present and 
informs that in compliance of provisions of Section 43(5) of the Act, 2016 only an 
amount has been deposited with respect to interest on the principal amount for 
delay but the entire order has been challenged which includes the possession to be 
given to the respondent.  
Since the appellant is challenging the direction of the Regulatory Authority with 
respect to the possession of the unit then the Promoter/applicant is required to 
deposit atleast the amount deposited by the allottee towards booking of the unit 
along with interest, liable to be paid to the allottee, in pursuance to the impugned 
order.  
Learned counsel for appellant is directed to ensure compliance of the provisions of 
Section 43(5) of the Act, 2016 and make the deficiency good in compliance of the 
provisions of Section 43(5) of the Act, 2016, within 10 days.  
List this case on 05.07.2023 for orders/hearing.  

 

(K.K. Jain)                           (D.K. Arora) 

Dated: 23.05.2023 
VIJAYKUMAR 


