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proceedings

l::flifie3;;T;larnt 
was filed on 7}.os.zoz2and reply on behalfofrespondent

The counsel lor the complainanr states that the complainants have booked a unitand altorment of which was made 
"" os.oi2;;;';;;;ir,:":; of Rs. Rs.70,79,985/- against a total sale cor

e,n",.,* t+, lip"g;;ff ffi il','.':ffi:"o?:i}'di:ff ,i?i/;.;ffffi;:;raised by the respondent on 03.os.zoz2 _and.".rr-d".;;;,h" ."'.J'_", ,"n, ,on30.0s.2022 and.to.o6.2o22 and in rhe d"_rr; i;;;;'.,;i.n,,:r.r",l,,il^rr" *, ,u*"24, the due date of payment was specin.afy ,"nii"n"a'";;;r;ij;;
The counsel for lhe respondent states.that even after specific remrnder anddemand teHer/paymenr requesr teHer.dared oioi.zi, ji ,"?Iili 

,a 

speciric dueoate ot payment was mentioned wtricrr is zo-o!zoi;-;;; ;;;,:, a credir ofprevious amount rying with the respondent wa, 
"t.o 

ra;uri"a rna fiirtty a rm orRs.50,70,015/- was demanded ana interest or Ri!)arl- ;;;;fi 
,Jilrrg"a 

on tr,"same a nd torat amoun r payable bv rhe corpl"irrnt r* hr.!;:r;:,);;:)- and fu rtherrt was clarified in rhar retrer ,r,"i 
^ny,aur"i in'fr;;;;;i"il;i;;""lue date sharl

ILlll*-m';::":::::lTq:' ::.y"",' ;*"ri ;t;;;iJ,i" 1oi",,,.n",, o.

PROCEEDINGS OF rrrr OEV

Day and Date Friday and 08J22023
Complaint No. CR/5758/2022 case ritled as Kuldeep Kaurax! Lhetan Rishi versus Silverglades

Intrastructure pvt. Ltd.
Complainant

Kuldeep Kaur and Chetan Rishi
Represented through Shri Umesh Gulati Advocate
Respondent

Silverglades lnfrastructure pvt. Ltd.
Respondent Represented Shri Harshit Batra Advocate
Last date ofhearing 01.12.2023
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Rftd atrEon J0. anor@

timely payment discount is withdrawn ;; ;il;" r"1;J#ilfiTJ:i:,iy,ffl:revised to Rs.3,78,62,500/. and furrher;,h;;;;;;;fi;..ilJil o, n"r rruwere also inlimated which comes out to Rs.5g,01,901/- as on 30.O5,2022 andrurther reminder dated Lo.o6.2oz2.an interest ,;; R;:.;;.t?;):;;"rurther reviedfor 2 t days over due paymenr and. hence ,oor ,.orli ir" 
"r. 

#To.ou.ror, *",Rs.s7,07,7se / - which was demanded. rrom ih;;;;;il;il;,,iI .o.pr,in,n,
:1":"^"^9! not pay the same and hence, finally ihe unit was terminated on01.08.2022 on account o[ non-nayment as well as non_coming forward of thecomplainant allottee for registraiion ofthe BBA. 

---" --""'16 rur

ll:,.:l::-"11". the comptainanr requ€sts for sometime to ptace some addirional
:r";;T:l:;:' 

record with regard to the 
'o'pti"n."'f.utpo'nJ" onir," pr* o, ,,,.

artonee shal nor be enritled f;;;; ;;;;;;;;i;;",r;:;fflHil:,l :11 ,lil li:
iil1,i?"ffi[I:i:jl":',: :ii:::::-.:t+;iy;y#U'iii",ilii in",,o 0",,

The counsel for the respondent further stated that since the respondent had issueda cheque on the date of cancelarion and the comptai;;;;;,;;il:;;" rorward rocollectthesame, hence, the resnonct"", i, ,riiir'ui"'i" ir, ,ri".!i."r'" ,n" "."" ",orrerund as the tunds were reajy with,h".",;;;;;;;;; i.i,'iiii"".,,.u.r,"n.
The counsel for the complainana ,3*r.,h1l,,luy ,re ready to make the paymentnght now in one go of the entire amount within a week ir-Jail"'ltliiin t, 

"", 
,.ia".Howlyer, he is seeking time to. brins ,, .;.;;-;;;;""u'#n"J", .,..., ,n"compliances to the reminders sent by tt u".urpona"ii

Part arguments heard.
Matter to come up on ZZ.L2.ZOZ3 for further arguments/order.
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