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cRlT 560 /2022 Case titled as Deepak

Cupta VS tasmine Buildmart Private

Limited

Complaint No'

Deepak GuPtaComplainant

Shri Sambit Nanda Advocate
Represented through

lasmine Buildmart Private Limited
Respondent

S/Shri Shivam Raipal and Aditya Rathee

Advocates
Respondent RePresented
through

08.r7.2023Last date ofhearing

Naresh Kumari and HR Mehta
Proceeding Recorded bY

Proceedings

On the last date ofhearing, the counsel for the respondent was directed to file

to response to the averments made bv the counsel for complainant and show

cause as to why the amount recetved Ly the respondent may not be deposited

i.irr. 
"rirt..nir,rll 

the decision ofthe matter' However' no response has been

;ffi6;;;;;;;;;;nttill date despite specific direction to file within 2 weeks

No replv has been received in response to the directions of the authority ln

it;Po'1thrJ"o"v", ir,. .u+"rra"it is directed to maintain status quo with

respect to the unit allotted to the complainant'

The complainant is seeking possession of the unit allotted to him in the project

;i;;';:;p"rJ;.. for w"trictr a basic sale consideration amount was Rs'

iZolioplisl- "ri 
of which the complainant- has.already paid an amount of

rtt.il,lol,iidog t'. He further states ti'"t th" du" d"t" to hand-over the unit in

i".r1. 
"re;A 

a;," d28.og.2ol.2was29'09'2015 and an offer ofpossession was

made to the complainant oi tt'tt'zotg with illegal 
- 
demands like

reimbursementoflabourcess,interest,Iegalexpenses,AMCfor2years,
.l<,"i."r "f"".in.ation 

etc. The complainanifiled. in application T,Mli{:;-$iffffi;.i"., ioi'j-"d iie naa utt"aav ue"n.appointed in another

matter. Therefore the petition was infructuous A demand was madebythe IRP

enllAfl' 2016
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habitable and obiections were conveyed to the IRP vide letter dated

tz.Ol.ZOZO. An undertaking was filed by the respondent in the Hon'ble

irp.urn" C-* in Civil Appe-al No .3778/2020Ihat.rhe-entire proiect would be

."i,pf"t"a within one yeir from OL.O3.2OZ2 and offer of possession to the

.".pl.tiu" home buyeis shall be made. Again a demand- was made on

os.it.zozz with illegal demands which was replied to that the complainant

was witting to pav thi dues after adlustment ofDPC How-ever, the.respondent

f.*""a"aio c"ncel the unit of the complainant on 0172'202-2' The counsel

ior the complainant further states that in case it is not possible to restore the

unit which was initially allotted to the complainant, then the respondent may

be directed to refund the amount deposited alongwith interest'

The counsel for the respondent states that OC was obtained on 29 '70 2079

aiter completion of unit of the complainant and the offer of possession dated

11.11.201'9 was valid and on default of the complainant in making due

payments, the unit was legally cancelled after following due process on

01.12.2022.

Arguments heard.

Order reserved.

advance copy to each other.

Matter to come up on 06.03.2024 for pronouncement of order Meanwhile the

parties may file written submissions within a period of 2 weeks' with an
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