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List revised.

Heard Sri Akhand Pratap Singh, learned counsel for the appellant and Sri Dilip Singh,
learned counsel for the respondent.

Learned counsel for the appellant submitted that though he has raised various grounds to
challenge the impugned order of the Regulatory Authority but now he presses only
ground No. E to assail the impugned order. In pursuance to the application of the
respondent allotment/demand letter was issued on 25.06.2011 (page No. 22) and as per
Clause-9.1 of the brochure the construction was to be completed within 24 months from
the allotment/demand letter and tentatively the possession was required to be offered by
24.06.2013. Finally allotment letter was issued on 13.10.2016 (page- 29) thereafter
revised allotment letter was issued by giving benefit of 6% interest on account of delay
on the deposited amount (page No. 13). The CC was issued by the competent authority
on 31.12.2018 (Annexure-1 to the rejoinder) thereafter offer of possession was given to
the respondent on 16.12.2019 (page No. 20) and the sale deed was executed on
01.04.2021 thereafter possession was given on 05.04.2021.

Learned counsel for the respondent while supporting the judgment of Regulatory
Authority submitted that there is no illegality or perversity in the impugned order and the
instant appeal deserves to be dismissed with cost.

Judgment reserved.
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Dated: 13.04.2023
PRADEEPKUMAR



