was given nor sale deed was executed and, therefore, being aggrieved the
respondent moved a complaint before the Regulatory Authority on
05.01.2018 and after hearing the parties the impugned order dated 12.11.2018
was passed and the same was rectified vide order dated 10.06.2019 but till
date the order has not been complied with by the respondent; (v) the
respondent went twice to the appellant for taking possession but neither the
appellant delivered possession of the flat nor paid the penalty for delay, even
the appellant has charged interest on delayed payment of first demand; (vi)
total eleventh floor were sanctioned but without taking prior approval from
the concerned authority the appellant constructed 20 floors; (vii) in the month
of September, 2017 when the respondent asked the appellant to give
possession letter, the appellant sent a demand letter of Rs.1.15 lacs and asked
for club charges for the next 15 months and now the appellant is forcing the
respondent to make payment of the said charges as pre-condition for issuance
of possession letter; (vii) the respondent had deposited total outstanding
charges, except farmer’s compensation and holding charges but possession
was given only on 31.03.2019; (viii) the order dated 10.06.2019 was passed
by the Regulatory Authority without providing hearing of opportunity to the
respondent; (ix) the grounds and relief sought by the appellant are not tenable

in the eyes of law and the appeal is liable to be dismissed.

The respondent also filed a supplementary counter affidavit dated
18.11.2019 wherein he submitted that on 31.10.2019 the appellant filed
a Tripartite Agreement and letter dated 22.07.2019 which bear the
stamp of IDBI Bank Ltd but they are without mentioning any date.
An email was sent by the respondent on 01.11.2019 for confirmation
of original sub-lease deed and in response the concerned IDBI Bank
sent reply on the same day stating that they had received the registry
papers on 23.10.2019, hence it is crystal clear that the appellant has given
a false statement before the Tribunal. The respondent sent many emails to
the appellant for handing over the registry papers to the Bank or to comply
with the orders passed by the Tribunal. The registry papers were illegally
held by the appellant for more than a year and as per the order of the
Regulatory Authority it was the duty of the appellant to hand over the registry
papers and delay charges. The respondent fulfilled the entire demand of the



