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Case called on for hearing in revised list.  
 
Mr. Surendra Kumar Misra, learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Saurabh Mishra, 
learned counsel for the respondent are present.  
 
Learned counsel for the appellant submitted that basically the appellant had filed 
complaint before Regulatory Authority for possession of the flat in question along with 
delayed penalty. But the Regulatory Authority granted the relief regarding possession of 
the flat in question but declined to grant the relief regarding delayed penalty saying that 
delayed penalty shall be granted by the Adjudicating Officer. When the appellant 
approached the Adjudicating Authority for the relief of delayed penalty, the Adjudicating 
Officer declined to hear the matter on the ground that the case does not fall within his 
domain.  
 
Learned counsel for the appellant further submitted that in similar other cases, the 
Regulatory Authority itself has granted the relief regarding delayed penalty. 
 
He further stated that Lucknow Development Authority is well aware about the said 
order, and there is no major dispute in this matter. Lucknow Development Authority may 
pay the amount similar to other complainants in the instant case also to resolve the 
matter.  
 
Mr. Saurabh Misha, learned counsel for the respondent submitted that he is newly 
engaged counsel in this matter, therefore, some short date may be given to him so as to 
enable him to look into the matter.  
 
The appeal is adjourned.  
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