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Proceedings-cum-order
1' The above-mentioned matter was heard and disposed of vide order dated08'01'2025 wherein, the Authoriry directed the respondent to pay derayposses.sion charges to the complainants against the paid-up amount at theprescribed rate of 1.L.too/o p.r.fo. every month of delay from the due dateof possession, i.e,,Zl.oz.zozz tilr the date of ;ff.. of possession prus twomonths, i.e., tilr z*.os.zo23 as per section 1B(1) oirrr. Act of zor;read withRule 1.5 of the Rules, ZOIZ.

2' The complainant has fired an apprication dated zg.',.zozs forrectification of the said order and p.oc..airgr-dated ol.o1,.zoz5 statingthat the said order was pronounced on oa]ot.zozS and the case wasdisposed of with the following order:
"The respondent is direied t.? pay delay possession charges at theprescribed rate of interest i.e., tt to,io.p.o. yor;;;;y month of deray on theamount paid by the comprainants to the risponaeit from tn'" ari aite oypossession 21.02.2022 tilr the date os actiat handing over ofpossessfon i.e., t,r 11.04.2023 as per proiiro ii-srrtio, 1B(1) of the Actread with Rule LS of the Ru1es..............,,
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE DAY

Day and Date Wednesday and tZ.O3.Z0ZS

Complaint No. MA NO. 69 /Z0ZS in CR/55 81, /ZOZ3 Case
titled as Laxmi Narain and Sunita Rani VS
Signature Global India private Limited

Complainant Laxmi Narain and Sunita Rani

Represented through Shri Ashish Budhiraja Advocate

Respondent Signature Global India private Limited
Respondent Represented Ms. Tanya Advocate

Last date of hearing Application u/s 39 of rhe Act
Proceeding Recorded by Naresh Kumari and HR Mehta
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1,1,04.2024 and same is inadvertentry mentioned In p.o..uding, dated
08.01.2025 to be L1,fi4ZOZ3.

4. During the course of hearing today, the counsel for the respondent
submitted a reply to the said application wherein it is stated that that therectification sought-by the complainants would lead to a substantive change
in the judgment and decree dated 08.01..2025, which is beyond the scope ofrectification under Section 39 of the Act. Further, it is apfarent on the face
of it that there is no factual error in the above-mentioned para 26 of thejudgment, moreover, any change or rectification made to the said para
would amount to a substantial change in the nature of the decree and thejudgment by rhe Authority, The detailed order dated 08.01.202s
categorically notes that the date for calculation of the interest shall be tillthe date of the offer of possession plus two months or the actual handing
over of possession, whichever is earlier, and in the present matter theearlier date shall be the date of the offer of possession plus two months.
Hence, the requirement for rectification of the judgment does not arise asthe date for calculation shall be the date of the offer of possession plus twomonths, i.e. 28.05 .2023. since, the said date is mentioned accuratery andcorrectly in the judgment dated o}.o1,.zoz5, there is no requirement forrectification in the said order. Also, the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the matter
o f " 

9-e n !!! ry r e i t i t e s I n d u s tr i e s ; *#iW;";; : : irt;.;: ff ;;An Authority 
"o" nd Development) Act, ZO tO --

3. Further, in para no. 26 of the detailed order dated o}.o1..zoz.5, delaypossession charges are granted till offer of possession plus two months, i,e.,28.05.2023 or date of actual handover of possession i.e., L1,.04.2024,whichever is earlie-r. It is important to note that this paragraph of thejudgment is factually wrong and in contradiction with proceedings dated08.01.2025 and same needs to be rectified.
"26' ...,......,,...As such the comprainant is entitred to deray possession
charges at rate of the prescribed interest @ LL.L00/o p.o. *.".1. z'1.02.2022till the date of offer of posses_sion (2g.03.202s) prus two months i.e,,28.05.2023 or actuar handin_g over of posiession (11.04.2024),
whichever is earlier. The date of offer of possession plus twi months being
earlier than the date of actual handing over of possession, the complainant
is entitled to delay possession chargei at rati'of the prescribed interest @11'.L0% p'a. w.e.f. 21.02.2022 iitt the daie of offer of possession
(28.03.2023) plus two months i.e., till 2g.0s.2023 a's per proviso to section
18(1) of the Act read with Rule 15 of the Rules, ibid,"

Similarly, para I of the directions of the Authority also needs to be rectified,

t(-ric-6r (BB-{a-a sit-t korgl stuB-q-a, zo r o*l'*ii'i8i ;; ;ai "c#



code, 1e0B rhe court,s powe; ;;';#fi =#;.:TH1...;,II, 
:;:ff$lJ;clerical or arithmetical mistakes arising fiom accldental slips or omissions.It does not extend to reconsidering the-merit, oirr,. case. This provision isfounded on the legar maxim oir^ curiae neminem grovabit,meaning thatan act of the court shourd not prejudice anyonu. irru.ufore, making changesbeyond the correction 

.o-f 
,n appa,rent error, especiaily those affe-cting themerits of the case, would .*.uua the court,, ,ritority.

5' Before proceeding with the matter, it wourd be appropriate to refer to
,ffi,1.:,ni::;:.tffX:[.::.'ithe Act' 2ol; 

'naui *hi.r, it. p..,.nt
"Section J9: Rectification of orders
"The Authority m.iy, at any time within 

.a 
period of two years from the dateof the order made under-this Act, with o riii-i rectifying any mistakeapparent from the record, amen.d any oia* p'orird by it, and sha, makesuch amendment, if the mistake is brougn, *'ii-niiic, oy the parties:provided that no such amendient sha, ii 

^oau 
in respect of anyorder against which-an appear has been preferred under this Act:provided further that the eutiioiii iirtit.rot, white rectifyingany mistake_apparent from record, amind substantive part of itsorder possed under the'provisions of this eir.i"'

6' In the factuar matrix of the present case, the respondent had obtainedthe obtained occupation certiiicate on zs.0r.z0z3 from the competentauthorities and offered possession 
.to tt e .omprrinants on z*.03,zoz3.Thereafter, conveyance deed was arso executej between the parties on25'09'2023 and possession was handed ouu.-,o the comprainants onLr'04'2024. In terms of proviso ro Section 1Bt1) read wirh ,..tron 1g(1J ofthe Act' 20L6' the due date of offer of possesrion u.ing earlier than the dateof actuar offer of possession, the .o-prri*ni, are entitred to deraypossession charges at rate of the prescribed interest @ 1 1.1.0o/op.a. w.e.f.

?.:rr?,i:?3j:iJ[ 
rate of ofre. oipo,,.ssion (zB 03.zo23) prus r*i ,on,,,
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lr:i1,ril,,1"#y",f::::::lly- _.ntioned. in its proceedings dated
I fl :,';111: :i : :,'5 ;:Hl: :::i: :r: ::T,.1 
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H:ii,[:,:lf#i.:Xt.Xlroing over of possession rhe rerevant part of
"Notg: It has been inadvertentry mentioned in poD dated08.01.202s that "The respondent i, airrriii"io poy deroyed possessioncharges at the prescribed rate. of inteurt i.i,,1rt0% p.a. for every monthof deray on the amount paid by the ,"iptrii),i, to tn, respondent fromthe due date of possession zl,bz,zozz,iit ,n, ioi of actuar handing overof possession, i,e., till 11,04.2023 as p* pro,rirolo section 1s(1) of the Actread with Rute j.S of the Rules, ibid..,.,,

B' Therefore' it had been inadvertently recorded in the proceedings dated08,0r.2025 thar the comprainants are enritred to deray d"rr;;;;n chargestill that the date of actuaihanding over of possession i.e., tilr L1.04 .2023.
9' The Authority is of the view that there is no error in the detailed orderpassed by the Authority dated o}.o1,.zoz5. The complainants are entitled tothe relief of deray possession charges against the paid-up amount at theprescribed rate of 11"100/o p.a. for every month of deray from the due dateof possession, i.e., 2r.o2.zozz til the ar,. oi onl. or possession prus twomonths, i'e', ti, zg.os.zoz3 as per Section ratrj'read with section 19 [1) ofthe Act of 2OL6 and Rule 15 of the Rulei'iOtZ.Furrher, this autnorirycannot re-write its own order and -lacks trr. ;u.isaiction to review its own
ilff;:he matter in issue has arreaov u.un hlard and deciJed by rhis

l3.rLi'Jr;:orr 
sha' be read as parr and parcer of the finar order dared

l.:,ffi:'fication 
application stands disposed of. File be consigned to the

Ashok $rigwan
Merjrber

1.2.0312025
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