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The present complaint was disposed offvide order dated 02.03.2022 with rhe
directions ofdelayed possession charges from the due date tillhandinSover ol
possession or ofaer ofpossession plus two months whichever is earlier.

The counsel for the applicant-respondent has filed an applicarion u/s 39 on
13.03.2024 stating that as per para 65 and 66til the respondent was direcred
to pay delayed penalty interest from the due dare 05.04.2015 till handing ovcr
olpossession or offer ofpossession plus two months whichever is earlier.

Howeveras per para 66(ii) it is dire.ted that the respondent u ll pay nonrhly
payment ofinterest to be paid tilldate oihanding over ot possession shall be
paid on or before the 1orh each succeedinS month. Therefore, in view of rhe
directions given by the authority in para 65 & 66(i), the directions at para
66(iil shall be rectified accordingly.

On 24.09 2024 the authority directcd the complainanr ro file rhe rcply ro rhc
said application whereas, the complainant lailed to file the same. Accordingly,
the authority presumes that the complainant has noihinB to say on his behalt
w.r.t. the said a pplication and is proceeding accordinsly.
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On perusalolthe documents placed on record and submjssions made by the
parties, the authority observes rhat since as per order dared 02.03.2022 the
DPC have been awarded by the authority irom due dare oi possession ie.,
05.04.2015 lill handing over of possession or offer of possession plus two
months whicheveris earlier in para 65 & 56[i]ofthe said order. However, para
66(ii) provides ior the paynent ofarrears ofinterest accrued within 90 days
from the date oforderand thereaiter rhe monrhly payment ofinrerest shatt be
paid till handing over ofpossession whereas, the monthly payment of interesr
should have been paid till handing over ot po$ession or ofrcr of possessidl
plus two months whichever is earlier.

In view ofthe lacts stated aboveand argumenrs advanced by the parries durins
the course ot hea.ing dared 22-t0-2024, the Authority obserues that the
directions in para 65 & 66(il are very clearand it is understood that the arrea6
shall be paid accordins to the directions siven above and the same has been
inadvertendy skipped in para 66(iil of the detailed order dated 02.03.2024.
Fu.thermore, Section 39 de als with the rectilcotion ofordeBwhich ernpowers
the authority to make rectiflcation ofany mhtake apparent from the record
and make such amendment, if the mistake is brought ro its notice by thc
parties. However, re.tification cannot b€ allowed in two cases,rrs./X ord€rc
a8ainstwhich appeal has been preferred, secondi, to amend substantive part

Since the present application n€ither involves amendment ofsubstantive part
ofthe order noranyappealhas been preferred therefore, thc said application
seeking rectification in the direction passed by the authority in para (;6[ii] of
rhe orderdated 02.03.2022 is allowed.

ln view ofthe above, the application stands disposed oft lile be consigned to

v.l -
esr,,i.
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