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Case called on. 
Appellant Sri Balbir Sahai Saxena alongwith his counsel Sri R.U. Verma, and from 
the side of opposite party, counsel Sri Rakesh Pandey appeared.  
Counsels for the parties have submitted that pleadings have been exchanged in this 
case.  
Heard the learned counsel for the appellant. 
Counsel for the appellant submitted that he has grievance against the impugned order 
dated 10.02.2020 passed by the learned Regulatory Authority on the points that 
interest for the delay period as well as compensation was not given by the Regulatory 
Authority. He further submitted that facilities as mentioned in the brochure have also 
not been provided to the appellant. 
Countervailing the arguments of counsel for the appellant, counsel for the respondent 
submitted that appellant is placing his argument relying on the old brochure of other 
project which was never issued, while a new brochure was given to the appellant, 
which he has not produced before the Hon’ble Tribunal and according to this brochure 
each and every facilities have been provided to the appellant.  
Counsel for the appellant submitted that he has not received the copy of new brochure 
till date. 
Counsel for the respondent is directed to provide new brochure to the appellant and his 
counsel, within 03 days.  
Counsel for the appellant further submitted that he has locked the allotted flat but the 
flat is not completed till date. He further submitted that respondent/builder-company 
has not brought to the notice of learned Regulatory Authority about the new brochure. 
Counsel for the appellant drew out attention to the Annexure No. 2(page No. 18) 
annexed with the appeal which shows that the facilities which have not been made 
available to the appellant in the allotted flat. 



Counsel for the respondent submitted that the facilities mentioned above are made 
available and to this effect he will file affidavit. 
Respondent is directed to file affidavit regarding lack of facilities which are mentioned 
above. 
List this appeal on 27.04.2022 for further order.  

 

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