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LUCKNOW DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY .............Respondent  

Counsel for Appellant 
IN PERSON 

Counsel for Respondent 
SAURABH MISRA 
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Case called on. 
Sri Shaileshwar Nath Singh, appellant in person is present, and counsel Saurabh Misra on 
behalf of respondent appeared.  
Appellant submitted that vide impugned order dated 13.08.2019 directed the respondent to :- 
(i) execute the sale deed of the flat in question after depositing the balance amount and 
required misc. charges from the complainant; (ii) the respondent is directed to pay interest @ 
MCLR+1% p.a. for the delayed period from 14.09.2016 to 19.03.2018; (iii) if any amount is 
due against the respondent the buyer is entitled to get the same at the same rate of interest: 
(iv)........  
 
In the impugned order at page 8 in the last paragraph the learned Regulatory Authority has 
mentioned that the respondent is under obligation to deliver the possession of the flat in 
question to the appellant in September, 2014, hence the appellant is entitled to get the 
interest for the period from 14.09.2016 to 19.03.2018 excluding the period of 02 years. The 
appellant further submitted that the learned Regulatory Authority without applying its mind 
in mechanical way excluded the period of 02 years while the appellant is entitled to get 
interest of that 02 years also.  
 
Counsel for the respondent submitted that impugned order is well reasoned, and the 
appellant is not entitled to get interest of the period which has been excluded by the learned 
Regulatory Authority. 
 
Judgment reserved. 

 



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

Dated: 12.10.2022 
PRADEEPKUMAR 


