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Shri Shaileshwar Nath Singh, the learned counsel for the appellant while giving 
details of the booking and the provisions of the Brochure submitted that he is 
confining his prayer only with respect to delay in giving offer of possession. He 
further submitted that the final demand was raised vide letter dated 25.04.2018 (page-
37 of RA) for the purpose of registration. Though the appellant was not satisfied with 
the demand, but the respondent was granted Completion Certificate by the competent 
authority of the LDA itself on 17.02.2020 and the respondent could not legally 
entitled to give offer of possession before receipt of Completion Certificate. 

The learned counsel for the appellant further submitted that the Regulatory Authority 
granted interest from 25.09.2016 to 25.08.2018 by giving benefit of force majeure on 
account of delay in removal of High Tension Wire over the plot in question, which is 
not permissible under the provisions of the Act and Rules and further the interest 
ought to have been given by the Regulatory Authority at least till receipt of the 
Completion Certificate. 

Shri Saurabh Misra, the learned counsel for the respondent submitted that lot of 
correspondence was done with U.P. Power Corporation for removal of High Tension 
Wire over the plot and on account of delay in removal of High Tension Wire, the 
Regulatory Authority treated the said period as force majeure and reduced the said 
period for the purpose of counting the delay. As the offer of possession was given on 
25.04.2018 by raising final demand, whereas in the impugned order the date has been 
mentioned as 25.08.2018. The learned counsel for the respondent further submitted 
that since composite order has been passed in six appeals, therefore, the discrepancy 
in date may have occurred on account of the facts of leading case. It is also submitted 
by Shri Saurabh Misra, the learned counsel for the respondent that the appellant got 
offer of possession on 25.08.2018 and therefore, he cannot claim after depositing the 
amount on the delay beyond the said period.  



Heard Shri Shaileshwar Nath Singh, the learned counsel for the appellant and Shri 
Saurabh Misra, the learned counsel for the respondent.  

Judgment reserved.   

(K.K. Jain)                           (D.K. Arora) 
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