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It is not in dispute that site of Pine Tower got inspected by the Regulatory
Authority. In the report dated 24.07.2019, it is recorded upon inspection that the
Pine Tower is still incomplete. After getting report, the respondent/promoter
approached the Hon’ble High Court in writ jurisdiction. Writ petition came to be
dismissed vide order dated 04.11.2020 directing the respondent/promoter to
register its project as ongoing project with the RERA. The direction was duly
complied. It is submitted that all these relevant facts have been suppressed by the
respondent/promoter while filing objection to the memo of appeal. A categorical
stand has been taken that respondent/promoter had applied for OC on 13.10.2016
and deemed OC was granted on 16.10.2016. It is submitted that in the year 2016
respondent/promoter had received a communication from the competent authority
that the Towers are suitable for habitation. This fact was not found to be correct as
is reflected from the report of Regulatory Authority. Thereafter, the
respondent/promoter is silent as to when an application was moved obtaining
OC/CC in respect of the Tower in question.

Counsel for the respondent prays for and is granted 10 days’ time to bring on
record the OC/CC, if any, in respect of Pine Tower.

List this appeal on 12.12.2024.
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