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Heard Sri Yogesh Yadav, learned counsel for appellant and Sri Saurabh Mishra,
learned counsel for respondent are present.

The appellant is challenging the order dated 13.10.2020, passed by the learned
Regulatory Authority in Complaint No. LKO162/10/0242/2019, directing refund
of the deposit after deducting earnest money. The interest on the amount was not
ordered.

The appellant filed execution proceedings wherein an order came to be passed on
27.12.2023 on the directions of the Hon’ble High Court with regard to quantum
of money sought to be recovered against the respondent. It is not being disputed
by the learned counsel for the appellant that the decree has been satisfied. In this
backdrop, learned counsel primarily is aggrieved by the judgment and order dated
13.10.2020 (decree) declining to award the interest on the amount to be refunded.

The appeal has been filed on 19.03.2024 after a lapse of over 37 years.

We have carefully perused the affidavit filed in support of delay condonation
application with the assistance of learned counsel for the appellant. Learned
counsel for appellant is unable to point out any sufficient cause for not taking
remedy of appeal against the principal order dated 13.10.2020. The subsequent
order dated 27.12.2023, passed in recovery proceedings, is a consequential order
and is dependent upon the principal order.

The application for condonation of delay, being filed without any sufficient cause,
is accordingly rejected.

Consequently, the appeal stands dismissed.

(Devindar Singh Chaudhry) (Suneet Kumar)
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