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Case called on. 

Mr. Saurabh Misra, learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Saurabh Kumar Shukla, learned 

counsel for respondent are present.  

Learned counsel for the appellant submitted that vide order dated 07.01.2021 the 

respondent/Lucknow Development Authority has been directed to pay interest @ MCLR+1% 

p.a. on the entire amount of Rs.28,98,000/- by the complainant-respondent in this appeal for the 

delayed period i.e. from 29.06.2017 to 08.06.2018. Learned counsel for appellant further 

submitted that proposed period for completion of flat in question was 24 months as mentioned in 

clause no. 4.3 of brochure issued by the Lucknow Development Authority. He again submitted 

that this period was proposed period and for the completion of flat the period of 36 months must 

be taken into consideration as laid down by the Hon’ble Apex Court in Civil Appeal No(s). 

3533-3534 of 2017 M/s Fortune Infrastrucutre and Another vs. Trevor D’Lima and Others. 

He also submitted that if the Tribunal pleases and finds it proper may pass order in the light of 

the above case. 

Countervailing the arguments of the learned counsel for the appellant, learned counsel for 

respondent submitted that the ratio as laid down in the case of M/s Fortune Infrastrucutre 

(supra) does not apply in this case. He further submitted that period of 24 months was proposed 

period but it does not mean that additional period is required to be given to the appellant-

Lucknow Development Authority to complete the flat in question, hence, the order passed by the 

learned Regulatory Authority is reasoned one and the appeal is liable to be dismissed.  

Heard. 



Judgment reserved.  

 

(K.K. Jain)                           (T.B. Singh) 

Dated: 23.03.2022 
VIJAYKUMAR 


