THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 2

APPEAL-65/2021

POOJA VERMA e Appellant
Versus

M/S PAARTH INFRABUILD PRIVATE LIMITED  veeees Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

SACHIN KUMAR SUYASH BAJPAI

Hon’ble Mr. T.B. Singh, Judicial Member
Hon’ble Mr. K.K. Jain, Technical Member

Case called on.

Counsel Sri Sachin Kumar on behalf of appellant, and counsel Sri Suyash Bajpai on behalf
of respondent appeared.

Heard the learned counsels for the parties.

Counsel for the appellant submitted that appellant has deposited more than 86% of the
amount of the total cost of the flat in question. He further submitted that appellant has to pay
Rs. 7 lac to the respondent/builder-company.

Countervailing the arguments of learned counsel for the appellant, the counsel for the
respondent submitted that the appellant is under obligation to pay rest of the amount which is
approximately Rs. 10 lacs.

Counsel for the appellant further submitted that respondent/builder-company has not
obtained the OC/CC of the project till date. He also submitted that for a little amount the
respondent/builder-company has cancelled the allotment and forfeited the amount of Rs.
10,37,685/=, as per Clause 15 & 16 of the BBA. He further submitted that appellant simply
wants refund of his total deposited amount alongwith interest.

Counsel for the respondent submitted that amount whatsoever has been deducted from the
appellant was as per provisions of Clause 15 & 16 of the BBA and in no case that amount
can be given to the appellant.

During the course of argument it came out that the present case may be settled amicably
between the parties.

Authorized representative of the respondent/builder-company is directed to appear in person
on the date fixed.



List this appeal on 24.05.2022 for further order.

(K.K. Jain) (T.B. Singh)

Dated: 18.05.2022
PRADEEPKUMAR



