THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 1

RP-2/2026
IN
Appeal/197/2024
AR LANDCRAFTLLP e Appellant
Versus
BBTIWART e Respondent
Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

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

1. Heard learned counsel for the parties and perused the record.

2. The respondent-applicant has filed the present review petition, seeking
review of the order dated 12.12.2025, it is submitted that the matter was
heard by a larger Bench and the judgment came to be reserved on
07.11.2025, however, the judgment has been delivered by a Bench other than
the Bench that had heard the matter.

3. The Registry informs that due to inadvertent human error/administrative
lapse, the case was wrongly placed for delivery of judgment before the
present Bench that had not heard the matter while reserving the judgment.

The mistake is not willful or deliberate but due to human error.

4. It has been informed that the matter was proceeding before the Bench,
comprising of Chairman and Technical Member, however, on the date of

final hearing, the matter was heard by the Larger Bench.

5. The learned counsel for the applicant submits that though the error is human
error, and does not go to the root of the matter, in the circumstances, since
the judgment has been authored by Hon’ble the Chairman, it would be

appropriate to place the judgement/order under review before the Bench



comprising of other two Members, namely, Judicial Member and Technical

Member for passing appropriate order/opinion thereon.

. Learned counsel appearing for the appellant-promoter submits that the
affidavit to the review petition has been sworn prior to filing of application;
it is further submitted that against the judgment and order under review, the
appellant has filed a petition under the supervisory jurisdiction of Hon’ble
High Court, under Article 227 of the Constitution of India; and finally it is
submitted that malicious allegation has been made against the Registry for
placing the matter before a Bench for delivery of the judgment that had not
heard the matter. Learned counsel for the appellant-promoter supplied a
written note dated 12.01.2026 on the review application after duly being
served to the applicant-respondent raising the aforenoted objections.
Learned counsel for the applicant-respondent does not propose to file any

objection.

. In rebuttal, learned counsel appearing for the applicant-respondent submits
that the averments made in para-6 has not been properly worded,
accordingly, it is submitted that the applicant would not press the petition to
that extent. It is further submitted that submissions of learned counsel for the
appellant is incorrect. The affidavit of review petition was sworn on
04.01.2026, whereas, the date of the application is 08.01.2026 duly filed,
with the Registry of the Tribunal on 09.01.2026. It is urged there is no
deficiency in the review petition. He further submits that the application may
be taken only to the extent of informing the Court of the technical/human
error, committed by the Registry in placing the matter for delivery of

judgment before the wrong Bench.



8. Be that as it may, without entering into the rival contentions, since the error
that is being pointed out is of the Registry of this Tribunal, which requires to

be set in order.

9. In view, thereof, it is proposed that the judgment under review shall be
placed along with the records of the connected appeals before the Bench,
comprising of Judicial Member (Hon’ble Sanjai Khare) and Technical
Member (Hon’ble Devindar Singh Chaudhry) to express their view/opinion
on the judgment and order dated 12.12.2025, and/or pass appropriate orders

thereon.
10. Review application is, accordingly, disposed of.

11. The Registrar shall call for an explanation from the concerned officials as
to how case was listed before the wrong Bench for delivery of judgment and

submit a report.

(Rameshwar Singh) (Suneet Kumar)

Dated: 12.01.2026
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