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SUMMARIES

WHEN one buys housing accommodation from a developer in Malaysia, the terms of the sale and purchase agreement with the
developer are prescribed by law (S&P), specifically the Housing Development (Control and Licensing) Regulations 1989 (HDR
1989). Depending on the type of development, a developer is required to deliver vacant possession of the property (commonly
referred to as VP) within 24 months or 36 months from the date of the S&P.
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