
Mandeep llathec etc, vs M/s Orris Infrastructure I:,/4:140 /rr].,
'esent: Mr. Arpit Saini, Advocatc for DH. 

I

Ms. Charr"r Rustagi, Advocatc for JD. 
I

Heard on objections raised by |D. It is submitted by leafnecl

runsel fon f D that DII has wrongly calculated tJrc inl-erest. Intcrcst ,f Oo,,

terest has been calculated which is not pernrissiblc as ner. 
ltaw.

:arned counsel relied upon a case titled as "M/s D. Khosla 
lana

)mpany v. The Union of India (special Leave petition (civil)l No.

LZ of 2ON,4,07 Augu st2o24" 
I

Saicl finding of the Apex Court is about interest as calcrrlfted

rder CPC/Arbitrat'ion Act. 'f he Real llstatc (ltegularion 
lanct

:velopmen)Act, 201,6 is a special Act. Ilule 16 ol'Rulcs oi'2r117 
{adc

rder s;rid Act, prescribes as how intercst is to be calculatcc'i. 
I

I fincl no wrong in calcr-rlation donc by I)ll. No mcrit inlthis

rjection''ffi;sred 

by lear,ed counsel for DI.{, fD is 0,...,{ ,"
sclosc its assets/properties including banl< accou nI a n d u nlsolil

ventories, which calr be attachcd to realize thc decrctar anrdunr.

forrnar[ion to be given in the form of afl'idavit to loe s\^/orn i,y ,,,]on"
:m directors of fD, preferably by Managing Dirsgtr)r. At thc s:tmc 

+,".
)covenF Officer/'l'ehsildar of the Authority be asI<ed to e.nclrLire ,liout

e propertics olJI) ancl to file his rcporL till next tial.c. 
I'l'o come on 02.07 .2025 for I'urthcr f)r'oc{-,e dings. 
Il,> 
I

(llajendcr I(umar) 
|

t3];ffitngo.ricer, 
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