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The appellant allottee by the instant petition is raising challenge to the order dated 
20.07.2021, passed by the U.P.Real Estate Regulatory Authority (for short, 
Regulatory Authority), whereby a direction came to be issued to the respondent 
promoter to provide the basic facilities and complete the amenities within 45 days 
and thereafter execute the conveyance deed of the unit. 

The appellant has confined the appeal to payment of interest on his deposit for the 
delayed period in terms of Section 18(1) of Real Estate (Regulation and 
Development) Act, 2016 (for short, ‘Act, 2016’). 

The facts inter se parties are not in dispute. 

The appellant had booked and allotted a flat/unit in the residential project 
launched by the respondent in the name and style ‘Golf City’, consisting of nine 
Towers, situated at Plot No.GH11, Sector-75, Noida, bearing no.D2 1801, in 
Tower D2, admeasuring 1350 sqf. The basic sale price of the unit was at 
Rs.55,83,592/-. It is not being disputed that the appellant has satisfied the sale 
consideration.  

The respondent did not receive OC/CC of the project from the competent 
authority, though it is urged that the respondent had applied for OC/CC after 
obtaining requisite certificates from the relevant departments. On the strength of 
the said documents, offer of possession of the unit came to be made by the 



respondent to the appellant on 01.12.2016. As per terms and conditions of 
allotment, the unit was to be handed over to the appellant by the respondent on or 
before 01.11.2016. 

Pursuant to the offer of possession, appellant had taken possession of the unit on 
14.03.2017. In the backdrop of admitted facts, the dispute inter se parties is 
confined to delay interest for the period w.e.f. 01.11.2016 to 13.03.2017 at 
MCLR+1%. 

Learned counsel for respondent prays for and is granted time to upload the 
computation within a week and to transfer the amount to the appellant. 

List this case for orders on 18.02.2026. 

(Rameshwar Singh)                           (Suneet Kumar) 

Dated: 04.02.2026 
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