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Sri Trilochan Singh, the appellant is present in person.  

Sri Anurag Singh, Advocate is present on behalf of respondent.  

The appellant has argued that though the sale deed of the unit has been executed but 

no amenities have been provided by the builder.  The appellant has prayed that delay 

interest be allowed till the date of obtaining OC/CC by the builder. 

Learned counsel for the respondent has argued that the complaint before the 

Regulatory Authority was filed by the allottee for refund of the amount but 

Regulatory Authority has ordered for possession of the unit. The said impugned 

order of the Regulatory Authority has been challenged in the appeal but during the 

pendency of the appeal, sale deed of the unit has been executed in favour of 

appellant/allottee and possession has been given, therefore, this appeal has become 

infructuous. Learned counsel for the respondent has referred the order/judgement 

dated 07.05.2024, passed by this Tribunal in Appeal No. 267/2023 (AR Landcraft 

LLP Vs. Kapil Dev Sharma).  According to the said judgement, the appellant 

should file fresh complaint for the amenities.  Learned counsel for the respondent 

also argued about the provisions of Section 44 (6) of the Real Estate (Regulation & 

Development) Act, 2016.  

Heard both the parties on appeal. 

Judgement reserved.  

 

(Rameshwar Singh)                           (Sanjai Khare) 

Dated: 07.08.2024 
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