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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

RSA No. 3383 of 2012 (O&M)
Date of decision : 13.10.2015

M/s Hari Chand Babu Ram Commission Agents ... Appellant
Versus
Lehna Singh ... Respondent

Coram:  Hon'ble Mr. Justice Rajesh Bindal

Present: Mr. D. D. Gupta, Advocate, for the appellant.

Rajesh Bindal, J.

The plaintiff is before this Court against the judgment and
decree of the learned Lower Appellate Court whereby that of the trial Court
was partially modified while refusing to grant interest to the appellant on
the loan advanced to the respondent for the period from the date of
advancement of loan till the filing of the suit. However, thereafter interest
@ 6% per annum has been granted.

In the case in hand, the appellant-plaintiff filed a suit for
recovery of I 14,93,000/-. The claim of the appellant is that a sum of X
10,00,000/- was advanced and upto the date of filing of the suit, as per the
agreed rate of interest @ 18% per annum, a sum of I 4,93,000/- as interest
had become due. The trial Court had decreed the suit in totality while
granting pendente lite and future interest @ 6% per annum. However, the
learned Lower Appellate Court did not grant interest for the period from the
date of advancement of loan till filing of the suit.

The appellant in the present case is a commission agent and the
respondent is a farmer. The non-payment of loan raised by him from the
appellant apparently establishs the fact that he may have been in financial
trouble on account of various reasons. All what the learned Lower Appellate
Court has not awarded to the appellant is interest for the period from the
date the loan was advanced till the filing of the suit, pendente lite and

future interest @ 6% has been awarded.
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Keeping in view the aforesaid facts and circumstances, I do not
find that there is any good reason to interfere with the judgment and decree
of the learned Lower Appellate Court.

No substantial question of law arises. The appeal is accordingly

dismissed.

13.10.2015 ( Rajesh Bindal )
S Judge



