
ffiHARERA
ffi* GURUGRAM

ARYANA REAI ESIAIE REGULATORY AUIHORIIY

URUGRAM

fu{il-q-r a-vvo frt{qrro srfur6-{ur. TsrJrrI

n.Harvana a-qr ff.sd{.S. ftryrq rrt,frft-q cr€'r,5t'nr,

PROC EDIN(;S OP THE DAY I 52

Day and Date Wednesday and 10.07 .2024

Complaint No, MA NO. 406/2024 in CR/1057 /2024 Case

titled as Kay Bajaj VS Sunrays Heights
Private Limited

Complainant Kay Bajaj

Represented through Shri Rohit Dhankar Advocate

Respondent Sunrays Heights Private Limited

Respondent Represented Shri Harshit Batra Advocate

Last date of hearing Application under section 36 of the Act

Proceeding Recorded bY Naresh Kumari and HR Mehta
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"Any successful applicant under this policy shall not be eligible for allotment
of any other flat under this policy in any other colony. In case, he/she is
successful in more than one colony, he/she will have choice to retain only one
flat. All such applicants shall submit an affidavit to this effect"

The counsel for the complainants states that the unit of the complainants has

been cancellerC without following due process as defined under the Affordable
Housing Policy. More-over, the co-allottee cannot be treated at par with the
first allottee.

Arguments herard.

Order reserverd.

Matter to come up on the date already fixed i.e. 07.08.202,4 for further
proceedings.
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