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Case called on. 
Due to network problem the access to online portal of U.P. REAT is not available. 
Counsel Sri Shashank Singh on behalf of appellant, and counsel Sri Raj Singh on behalf of 
respondent No.1-M/s. Sunworld Residency Private Limited and counsel Smt. Shuchita Singh 
on behalf of respondent No.2-ICICI Bank appeared.  
Counsel for the respondent No. 1 submitted that in pursuance of order dated 31.08.2022 the 
respondent No.1 has given its proposal to appellant and respondent No. 2 also. He further 
submitted that reply is awaited. Respondent No. 2 and appellant have denied receiving the 
proposal in writing.  
During the course of hearing counsel for the respondent No.1 Sri Raj Singh submitted that 
on the ground of parity with Appeal No. 40, the respondent No.1 has proposed to pay Rs. 70 
lacs to respondent No. 2-ICICI Bank. He also submitted that besides of it Rs. 20 lacs is 
proposed to be given to the appellant if he agree. In continuation he also submitted that 
respondent No.1 will give the amount only after disposing the flat in question.  
Counsel for the respondent No. 2-ICICI Bank submitted that on the parity ground of appeal 
No. 40, the decision will be taken by the Bank, hence the case be adjourned for some other 
date. Counsel for the appellant submitted that appellant is agree with the proposal of 
respondent No.1. 
Counsel for the respondent No.1 is directed to send the proposal to the appellant and counsel 
for the respondent No.2.  
List this appeal on 30.09.2022 for further order. 
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