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Proceedirngs

In pursuance to notice, the. respondent put in appearance through

thei r respective counsel.

Z. Written reply is not ready, A ciatr: is requcsted. Acljournntctlt thor-rgh

o;tplscci but is grern[ccl. l,ct lhc slurlc bc f ilcd 1'] wecks priol to Lhc clatc lixccl

with a copy to the other side and the matter be ptrt up 06.07'',1021' for

arguntents,

3. It is pleaded on behalf of the comprlainant that on the basis of l.ripartile

agreemen the respondcnt-builder promised assr.tred rcnt till posses,sitln attd

evcl 9fflerccl rcrrtal ACcollrlod;rtiot-t.'lhttugh for sonte Limc, t'c't-tL of Llt:tL

:tccol)lloclation was bcing g,ivcn by the re'spondcnt-builder but il is going to

stop to pay the same putting the cornplainant in an aw}<ward position. Scl, [ill

possession of the allotted accommodation is offered to the allrlttee, the

respondent-builder be restrained lrom using any coercive method:; to evict

front thc rentcci accollrrrodation try rclying Llpon thc ratio oIlaw Iaicl clown irt

casL,s o('lortunct_Lril_t_rts!t.tr_cltrIq_atclAl_o_llrcI vs. 'l'rcvor D',linla !uLl-QtIEllS

Zqlg5Suprguc ColrL -Eascs 442, Bil<rtur Chatterji and Others Vs. UdgLoL

India and Others (201'9) 19 161 and Imperia Structures

. There is no dispute about the
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