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List has been revised.  

Mr. Saurabh Misra, learned counsel for the appellant is present.  

None appeared on behalf of respondent. 

Record reveals that in the instant case, the pleadings have been exchanged and the case is 

ripe for hearing.  

Learned counsel for the appellant while challenging the impugned order has placed 

reliance on the grounds mentioned as b, c, d, f, h, m and l with respect to grant of interest 

from 20.08.2014 to 25.04.2019. The learned counsel for the appellant further submitted 

that the respondent sought relief of possession and compensation which he did not get as 

yet as per averments made in the online complaint, therefore, the impugned order passed 

by the Regulatory Authority is beyond its jurisdiction as the issue is required to be 

adjudicated by the Adjudicating Authority of the Regulatory Authority.  

We have perused the complaint of the respondent wherein under the heading of relief 

sought, the complainant sought possession and compensation for not getting the unit in 

question in time.  

Learned counsel for appellant did not point out any provision of the Act, except the 

complaint, which ought to have been adjudicated by the learned Adjudicating Authority. 

Learned counsel for the appellant does not want to cite any case law or judgment on the 

point in question Heard.  

Judgment reserved. 



 

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