
ffiHARER,,
*"@- gunugnnM

HARYANA REAt ESTATE REGUTATORY AUTHORITY
GURUGRAM

Efury"tT T-mq-{r frf{q[Tfi yTko--{uT, WTrq
I.Al!V_?j.rt House, Civil Lines, Gurugram, Haryana rqr fi. ftarq RB-d drgg

PROCEEDINGS OF THE DAY

Day and Date Wednesday and 08.09.2021

Complaint No. CR/1 13 / 2020 Case tirled Anil Sharma VS Tara
Housing Development Company Ltd

Complainant Anil Sharma

Reprcsented through Complainant in person

Respondent Tata Housing Development Company Ltd
Respondent Represented
through

Mr Mohit Jolly, Adv

Last date of hearing

Proceeding Recorded by

Act No. 16 of 2016 passed by the frnliament
q-tis-a @B-m-a 3it{ fu6m) 3rftAzrn, 2ot6-4l irrtr zofi rftra afca crfuo{ur

ercd fit {-s{ qam wfta zotorr sfrfrqq *iwio, to

proceedings

0n previous date, counsels for both of parties had agreed fbrappointment of some architect as local commissioner, with direction to visitthe unit allotted in favour of complainant and to take measurement of the
same.

Unit allotted originally in favour of complainant was changed
later on' The unit was to be handecl over as per specifiiation well mentioned
in site plan put on file at Page 55. According to complainant, actual size of
rooms is not same, as described in this plan. All this is deniecl by learnecl
counsel for respondent.

On previous date, both of parties were asked to give names of some
architc'cts, who can be appointed as local commissioner. soth of partres have
brought their names but at the same time, they request this forum, to appoint
any architect, on its own preferably architect employed by the Authoriiy,

I contactea ,rr8t?hitectural Executive of authority i.e. Mr Neeraj
Gautam, who suggested tfre name of architect Mr. Dhruv Aggarwal, contact
No'9899588653, stating that same has agreed to ue ,pfointed as local
commissioner in this case. The latter is thus, appointed as locil commissioner,
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u ru gi m. Sa m e i s asked,#o[' ;"J';:";.:: ;::tff .1?take measurement of each room/space etc. and also the total measurementof unit in question' The Iocal commissioner be provided copy of site plan putat page 55 of the case file. same is also requestJd- to give report, if unit at spotis according to said site plan or not. If there is any difference between theactual unit and the site pran, mention same in detair,
Local commissioner is asked to serve notice upon both of partieseither directly or through their counsels, about the time and date of his visit.Respondent is asked to facilitate the local .orrirrioner to have access to saidunit and to take measurement of same, p.. oiio.al commissioner is fixed asRs'20,000 /- to be borne by both of parties, in equar share, The parties areasked to make payment to the local commissioner before or at time of his vi.sit.

Local commissioner be requestecr to submit his report within twomonths frorn the date of this order. A copy ra;h,, order be given to each ofparties and the rocal commissioner. ii. ,;t inspect the fire to noteaddresses/contact no. of parties.

3' 'l'o come on 10.02.2022 for further proceedings.

(Rajende.*:k,
Adjudicating 0fficer
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