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Shri Harish Pandey, learned counsel for the appellant submitted that he confined
his grievance and make submission only with respect to the cut out date from
which the appellant is required to get interest for the delayed period and the
demand of PLC charges, which is not applicable as per the Builder Buyer

Agreement.

Appreciating the request of learned counsel for the appellant, we permit him to
address on the issues prayed by him. He submitted that the online complaint was
filed by the appellant on 24.07.2019 seeking relief of possession of unit alongwith
completed project facilities and external development facilities, interest on the
delay delivery till the date of possession as well as the waiver of overcharged
amount on items such as EEC and other changes. Subsequently, a detailed
complaint was filed, wherein prayer from A to H, which included the waiver of
unjustifiable PLC charges amounting to Rs. 10,02,339/-, compensation of Rs.

5,00,000/-, Rs. 20,000/- as litigation expenses and waiver of unjustifiable amount



on items such as EEC and other charges amount to Rs. 13,78,445/- have been
prayed. A specific query was made, as to whether any application was moved by
the appellant for addition of the prayers in the original complaint filed online by
the appellant and by which order the application was allowed and in pursuance of
the same the additional prayers were incorporated in the original application of the

appellant.

Learned counsel for the appellant fairly submitted that no application for addition
of the prayer was made and therefore there was no occasion for the RERA to pass
order on the same. But the entire issue was examined on the detailed complaint
filed by the appellant subsequently and deciding the issue as not addressed on the
issue of PLC charges.

On the joint request of learned counsels for both the parties, list this appeal for
hearing on 10.11.2021.
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