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N N PANDEY

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

This case has been shown as misc. case.

Shri N.N. Pandey, the learned counsel for the applicant submitted that in
compliance of the provisions of Section 43(5) of the Act an amount of Rs.
9,27,186/- and in support of the said deposit C.A. Certificate has been placed on

record.

As compliance of Section 43(5) of the Act has been made, therefore, the Registry

is directed to register this case into Regular Appeal.
Heard learned counsel for the appellant on the merit of appeal.

The learned counsel for the appellant though has raised various grounds for
challenging the impugned order, but during the course of argument he only presses
Ground Nos. J, K and L. The learned counsel for the appellant submitted that in the
impugned order itself, it was mentioned that the complaint is with respect to delay
interest in providing the possession and taking into consideration the fact that sale-
deed has been executed on 26.12.2019 followed by possession on 10.02.2018, the
Regulatory Authority while directing for interest for delay period in providing the

possession, in the last paragraph of the impugned order has directed to refund the



entire amount along with interest within 45 days. The learned counsel for the
appellant submitted that the said direction is nothing but total non-application of

mind and therefore, the same is not sustainable.
Heard learned counsel for the appellant.

Judgment reserved.

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