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Case called on.

None appeared on behalf of applicant.

Ms. Suchita Singh, learned counsel for respondent is present.

Learned counsel for respondent submitted that the appellant has sought relief of
possession along with delayed interest before the learned Regulatory Authority but he has
sought the relief of refund of amount before this Appellate Tribunal by moulding his
relief, which is not permissible before this Tribunal.

Record speaks that as per order sheet dated 14.12.2021, it is clearly mentioned that an
amendment application dated 19.01.2018 was moved on behalf of the appellant but
without mentioning this application the impugned order was passed by the learned
Regulatory Authority on 25.01.2018. The lower court record speaks that the case was
listed for final hearing on 25.01.20218.

Learned counsel for respondent further submitted that copy of the amendment was not
served to respondent in lower Court by the appellant/complainant.

Learned counsel for respondent has not filed written arguments till date. If she wants, to
file written argument, she must file it within a period of 20 days. She is also directed to
sent copy of the reply to the applicant and his counsel through e-mail.

Judgment reserved.
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