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Case called on. 
Counsel Miss Fuhar Gupta on behalf of appellant, and counsel Sri K.K. Singh on behalf of 
respondent appeared.  
Counsel for the appellant submitted that learned Regulatory Authority has passed the 
impugned order going beyond the pleadings which is not sustainable in the eye of law. She 
further submitted that appellant is ready to take possession of the flat in question alongwith 
delay interest. 
Rebutting the arguments of learned counsel for the appellant, counsel for the respondent 
submitted that appellant has entered into tripartite agreement and the money has not been 
paid to the bank and the bank has informed to the respondent that the appellant has not paid 
the loan amount hence the unit be cancel and after cancelling the unit concerned the amount 
be refunded to the bank. He further submitted that the appellant is under obligation to pay 
the outstanding amount of respondent/builder-company hence in any circumstances the 
appellant is not entitled to get possession of the flat in question.  
Counsel for the appellant further submitted that in respect of certain unit there has been one 
time settlement between the appellant and bank, and the detailed fact she will file later on. 
At this juncture counsel for the appellant submitted that respondent is liable to pay a 
considerable amount to the appellant.     
List this appeal on 11.11.2022 for further order. 
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