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Sri Abhishek Khare, learned counsel for appellant submits that though the entire 
order of the Regulatory Authority has been challenged in the appeal but he 
confines his prayer only to the extent of interest granted by the Regulatory 
Authority for the delay i.e. direction no.2. 

Learned counsel for respondent submitted that if the appellant is aggrieved by the 
interest part then in compliance of order of the Regulatory Authority the 
possession ought to have been given to the respondent. 

Sri Abhishek Khare, learned counsel for appellant further submitted that offer of 
possession was given to the respondent vide letter dated 25.05.2018 (Annexure-10) 
requiring the respondent to deposit an amount of Rs. 29,60,116/-. 

Learned counsel for respondent submits that offer of possession was given to the 
respondent on 25.05.2018 without the receipt of OC/CC, therefore, the same 
cannot be taken as legal offer of possession. It is also submitted by him that in 
pursuance of the order of Regulatory Authority dated 08.07.2019, passed on the 
complaint of the respondent, no action has been taken by the LDA/appellant and if 
the appellant is aggrieved only with respect to the interest granted by the 
Regulatory Authority for delay then it was incumbent upon the appellant to give 
offer of possession in pursuance to the order of Regulatory Authority. It may be 
subject to the outcome of the instant appeal with respect to interest part, which is to 
be adjusted in the final amount to be paid by the respondent. 

A specific query was made from the learned counsel for appellant as to when 
OC/CC of the project in question was received from the competent authority, Sri 



Abhishek Khare, learned counsel for appellant submitted that OC was received 
from the competent authority on 25.04.2019. 

As the offer of possession given to the respondent on 25.05.2018 was without the 
receipt of the OC/CC, therefore, we are of the considered view that the same 
cannot be taken as legal offer of possession. 

Learned counsel for appellant is directed to seek instructions as to what action has 
been taken regarding offer of possession after the order of the Regulatory 
Authority dated 08.07.2019. 

On the request of learned counsel for appellant, list this case for orders on 
06.05.2024. 

(Sanjai Khare)                           (D.K. Arora) 

Dated: 04.04.2024 
IRFAN 


