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10. Siavita Gupta vs M/s BPTP ta/SzIS/ZOZ3 
I

I

Present: - l4r. Ritik Yadav, proxy Aclvocatc for Dll. 
I

I\4r. Dhruv Rohatgi, Advocate for JD. 
I'l'his is a petition seeking execution oI order'pas.scci try fhrr

Authority, ciarted 21.03.2023. 'l'hrough saicl order, rcspcncle nL/JD t,r., t,{.,,

Jirected to refund the anrount of Rs.90, !7 ,711/- paid by complainanr al{np1

with intercst at the prcscribed rate @ 10.70o/o p.a. frorn clatr: of cach 1ra1,m[nt

.illthc actual clatc of refund. Admitteclly, somc amount lias alrcadv fr..,, Of i,t

ry ID to DI"{. Fresh calculation was given by DH orr previous datc. Lear'{erl

:ounsel for |D has objection on it. Sarne files his own calculation. Accordf ng

.o Iearned counsel, DH has discloseci incorrect ciatcs of'r:ar:lr nryn,ln,.
,oarned prolty counsr:l for DH is not in a position to re'ply a.,lilJffi,'.ri1.,.
tt such a circumstance, I think it propcr to rcf'er the rnatter to thc n..orl,t,

I

)fficer of the authority, for further calculatiorr. DII is asl<ed to gil,e deu;rit r,f

:erch paymcnt along with datcs and evidencc about it to thc Accounts Orf iler

rile be lrut up bcfbre him on 08.04.2025. Accounts Oliicer to calculare 
Jhc

lmount and to file his report till next date. As requested lty learncd cr.un[r'l
'orJD, 

Iearned proxy counsel for DH underta[es that barrk account de[ail cI

ris client will be senr to rhe JD.. Th.'I1??.iffi;aynrenr in ir. 
I

I

T'o corlc on 16.0r.-t.2025 for further procceclings. 
I

I

[*aje.,,., *k,l 
I

Adjudicating 0f'l'iccr, 
I'26.0:t.2025 
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