THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 2

APPEAL-100/2019

SMT. SUSHMA SHUKLA e Appellant
Versus

LUCKNOW DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY s Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

ATUL TRIPATHI AMIT YADAV

Hon’ble Mr. T.B. Singh, Judicial Member
Hon’ble Mr. K.K. Jain, Technical Member

Case called on.

Mr. Atul Tripathi, learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Amit Yadav, learned counsel
for the respondent are present.

During the course of the arguments, it was brought to the notice that the sale deed in
question has been executed on 18.12.2018 i.e. after a delay of five years. Learned counsel
for the applicant submitted that the main grievance of the applicant is that he must be
given delayed interest.

Countervailing the arguments, of the learned counsel for the applicant, the learned
counsel for respondent submitted that the applicant is not entitled to get even a single
penny as delayed interest because the applicant has filed an affidavit dated 05.12.2018
stating therein that there is no delay in execution of the sale deed of the flat in question in
favour of the allottee-appellant. He further submitted that aforesaid version of the
appellant signifies that the appellant has already admitted that there is no delay on the
part of the respondent, hence the inferences can be drawn clearly that the appellant is not
entitled to get any delayed interest for the simple reason by filing his affidavit. He has
waived his rights to receive delayed interest.

Heard arguments of rival parties.
Judgment/order reserved.
Both the parties are directed to file written submissions along with list of dates and events

and the cases relied by them after exchanging the same to each other, if they want within
a period of 15 days.
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