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FnocEnpINGS oF THE DAY

Day and Date WednesdaY and 31,'01.2024

ElTgtg 12022 1246 12019 Case titled Nayana

Aggarwal and Shivendu Aggarwal VS IREO

grace Realtech Private Limited

Nayana Aggarwal and Shivendu Aggarwal

Represented through Mr Aman Kumar Adv

Respondent IREO grace Realtech Private Limited

Respondent RePresented
through

Ms Shivani Dang Adv

Last date of hearing

Proceeding Recorded bY Jyoti Malik

Proceedings

Heard on obiections raised by fD. lt is submitted by learned

counsel for objectorllD that even as per order under execution' herclient is

entitled for recovery of outstanding dues' She hras given the calculation of

outstanding dues. as per this calcuiatiogthe JD has imposed delalr penalty

interest of Rs. 20,28,6311''

Learned counse-l for DH denied that kris client [allottee) Inade any

delay in the payment o. E#liable to an'y such ;renalty'

I No justification is given of amourrt of RFMS Rs' 2'31'0631-'

,similarly, no a.tuil is given as hJ* fD has leviedl Rs' 7,00'987 l- as taxes' No

explanation of same ir given. considering aforesaid facts, I find no merit in

these objections. Same are thus dismissed'

I 1rue, JD is held entitled for outstanding dues' Same can raise

demand to ttre allottee, even if any such amount is; due. As per calculation done

by the Accounts Officer, a sum tf nt. 73,2+,67i'f - was payable b)'lD up to

3"l.oT,2023.IfindnoWrongininthiscalculatiot1 {,L-
a,., Auiiiotiv-*.'"iit'tt-a unaei sectron io ir.'" Bt:^i r"iiii t*"g'iiilon i''a ijt'"rt'p*"t'tfait 'ffi '\ct No 16 ol 20 16 Passed by the ParlLiament

s--rier tftftq-m *t a.*l 
-#t#, 

zore# *or zo;t qt'rd rrfi'r vrfu+tor

qrcr ff rrE ar<t crkd zore+r qBfiqq isi6 16

Complaint No.

Complainant



ORY AUTHORITY

GURUGRAM ER?TrurT kirq-qT fthflq-tr "xsflq

New PWD Rest House, Civil Lines

interest on it, In view of the order passed by punjab an
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at Chandigarh, in case titled as M/s International Lancl
Vs. Aditi Chauhan and others CWP No. 7738 of Z0lZ, a
Land Developers Pvt. Ltd, Vs, Nitin Mathur and othcrs 7
certificate is required to be issued. Let recovcr)/ ccrtifi

Ililryarra t liglr Cou lt
Developels iivt. LLcl,

d M/s Interrnarional
50 of 202? t"(,('o\./cl'),

tc bc ir;r;ucrl tri thc,
Collector, Gurugram to recover decretal amount as ar.re; rs cll larirrl re vcrruc

File be sent to Accounts Officer immediately prepare r0covery
certificate. Same be got signed from the undersigned,

Compliance report be called from Accounls Officer for 0trr.04 ',1024,

An Authority constituted under section 20 the Real Estate (Regulertiorr and
Act No. 16 of 2016 Passed l>l tlic Pzrrli:rrncnt

q-*fu< tftftinra qk ft+rst qflf{rrq, zorcfr "rrr zoi' e.itrd nP,d
qrrr fi qrrq iirrr ctftit zoro+r qfifiqc dr"fi.r t.6

is-errtitlet fo r'

/,n1,,/'
(Rajender Kumar')
Adj udicati rrg t )l [i ;rrr

31,01 .2024


