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1. Heard learned counsel for the appellant. Notice is not being issued to the 

respondent in view of the order proposed to be passed.  

2. The appellant/allottee/decree holder by means of present appeal is raising 

challenge to the order dated 02.06.2025 passed by the Adjudicating 

Officer, Gautam Budh Nagar, whereby, the appellant has been directed to 

file computation sheet of the amount due and admissible against the 

respondent-judgment debtor.  

3. It is submitted that as per judgment and decree of U.P. RERA dated 

22.07.2022, the respondent-promoter was directed to obtain OC/CC and 

hand over possession of the unit by 31.10.2022. The decree came to be 

challenged by the respondent judgment debtor before this Tribunal in 

Appeal No. 825/2022, which came to be dismissed on 22.07.2022. In other 

words, the decree dated 22.07.2022, in so far as it related to the respondent 

judgment debtor attained finality. In the execution proceedings, however, 

it was submitted that, thereafter, the respondent judgment debtor entered 

into a settlement with the appellant on 23.03.2023, whereby, the 

respondent promoter acknowledged that the unit would be handed over to 

the appellant by 31.12.2023. It is further stated that no amount towards the 



unit is outstanding against the appellant. Further, it is submitted that as per 

Clause 7(b) of the settlement, it is provided that both the parties have 

mutually settled the accounts in all heads and the entire balance cost of the 

unit has been adjusted. In other words, nothing is outstanding against the 

appellant. The respondent, despite settlement, is insisting for delay interest, 

further, threatening the appellant that in the event the outstanding interest 

is not paid, the allotment of the unit shall be cancelled.  

4. On specific query, learned counsel for the appellant fairly submits that 

against the impugned order, specific objections to that effect has not been 

placed/filed before the Adjudicating Officer, though, during the execution 

proceedings, several applications were filed stating before the 

Adjudicating Officer that nothing outstanding remains against the decree 

holder. The respondent is required to hand over possession of the unit upon 

execution of the conveyance deed.  

5. Be that as it may, we are not inclined to make any observation or enter into 

the merits of the appeal at this stage. The appeal is, accordingly, being 

disposed of by passing following orders: 

(i) The appellant-decree holder shall file objections to order dated 

02.06.2025 within two weeks from date before the Adjudicating 

Officer along with certified copy of this order.  

(ii) In the event such an application/objection is filed, learned 

Adjudicating Officer shall consider and decide the same on merits 

within three weeks, after affording opportunity to the respondent-

judgment debtor, provided there is no other impediment.  



(iii) During the pendency of the execution proceedings, the respondent-

judgment debtor shall not transfer the unit, which is subject matter 

of the decree dated 31.10.2022. 

(iv) No order as to cost.   
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