
THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW 

Division Bench Court No. 2 

APPEAL-82/2019 

PUSHPA SHARMA .............Appellant 

Versus 
M/S LOGIX CITY DEVELOPERS PVT. LTD.  .............Respondent  

Counsel for Appellant 
ANAGH MISHRA 

Counsel for Respondent 
MANDEEP SINGH 

Hon’ble Mr. T.B. Singh, Judicial Member 
Hon’ble Mr. K.K. Jain, Technical Member 

File put up for hearing.  

On behalf of appellant, counsel Sri Anagh Mishra appeared. From the side of respondent, 

counsel Sri Mandeep Singh is present.  

The order sheet reveals that respondent was directed to submit the detailed calculation 

chart regarding amount payable to the appellant in pursuance of RERA’s order dated 

01.04.2019. The appellant and her counsel were also directed to submit the calculation 

chart regarding the amount which has to be received from the respondent.  

Learned counsel for the appellant submitted that respondent/builder-company is playing a 

chess game with the orders of this Tribunal, which is a mockery. He further submitted that 

strict action may be taken against the respondent/builder-company for non compliance of 

order of this Tribunal. 

Sri Mandeep Singh, counsel for respondent stated that in any situation he cannot go 

against the order of the Tribunal. He further stated that he has asked several times to 

builder-company to comply with the order of Tribunal but till date nothing has happened. 

He further stated that one more chance should be given to him because of the telephonic 

conversation the builder-company has assured him to comply with the order of Tribunal  

within two days.  



Taking all the facts into view, respondent/builder-company is directed to deposit the cost 

amount of Rs.2,000/- as imposed earlier in the Tribunal’s fund without fail within two 

days. Respondent is also directed to submit calculation chart regarding the amount payable 

to the appellant in pursuance of Regulatory Authority’s order dated 01.04.2019, while 

appellant’s counsel has already submitted his calculation chart regarding the amount which 

is receivable by the appellant. Respondent may also pointed out the differences, if any. 

The record also transpires that on several dates, authorized representative of the 

respondent was summoned but he failed to appear.  

Respondent is directed to appear through CMD/CEO/authorized representative who is 

empowered to take final decision regarding settlement of the matter on the next date of 

listing, failing which strict action shall be taken and inferences shall be drawn against it.  

List on 09.04.2021 for hearing.  

 

(K.K. Jain)                           (T.B. Singh) 

Dated: 18.03.2021 
AAMIR 


