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SUMANSINGH e Appellant
Versus
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VINEET SRIVASTAVA ANURAG SINGH

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

Though learned counsel for the appellant has taken various grounds to challenge

the impugned order, but during argument he confined himself only on ground nos.
C&L

In ground no. C, it has been mentioned that “the learned authority failed to
consider that 06.03.2020 was fixed for hearing on that “paper presented. The
complainant is personally present and the advocate of the opposition. There is a
possibility of reconciliation among the parties. Correspondence should be sent to
Conciliation Forum for reconciliation. The parties should appear for hearing on
25.03.2020 before Conciliation Forum.” However the case was not placed for
conciliation as per the order dated 06.03.2020.”

The order of the Regulatory Authority placed on record as annexure no. 3 indicates
that the authority while examining the complaint no. 7201813549 of the appellant
vide order dated 04.10.2019, while directing the respondent for payment of interest
at the rate of MCLR+1% on the amount of Rs. 32,24,958 /77 p. within 45 days,
referred the matter of compensation to the Adjudicating Officer of the RERA and
the case was re-registered as ADJ/7201813549 and the counsel for the
complainant/appellant appeared before the Adjudicating Officer on 06.03.2020. No
one appeared on behalf of the respondent. After hearing the complainant side,
26.03.2020 was fixed for judgment.

On query, it was informed by learned counsel for the appellant that on account of
COVID pandemic, no proceedings were done on 26.03.2020. Thereafter, the order
was received on 04.06.2020.

A specific query was made from the learned counsel for the appellant that in which
paragraph and which ground has been taken regarding non-appearance of the
counsel before the AO on 06.03.2020. Learned counsel for the appellant failed to



point out any pleading in the memo of appeal or ground and denied the same even
orally.

Thereafter, learned counsel for the appellant was asked to address on ground no. I
which is being pressed by him.

Learned counsel for the appellant did not make any submission on this ground.

Learned counsel for the appellant, on being asked to sum up his submission,
submitted that the matter still deserves to be considered in conciliation.

Heard Shri Vineet Srivastava, learned counsel for the appellant and Shri Anurag
Singh, learned counsel for the respondent.

Judgment reserved.

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