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N,rPsh Kum,riand HR M.hta

Proceediogs

The present complaint has beeh received on 22.04.2024 and the reply was
received on 22.01-2025.

The complainant has filed the present complaint seeking refund of the
amount of Rs. 35,10,401/- to the complainant along with interest and
dir€ctions to the respondent to not to charge sinking fund charges as the
same are illegal and contrary to term and condition as atreed BBA dated
08.08.2011.

The counsel for the respondent states that the respondent had obtained the
occupation certiticate on 12.03.2011 before the RERA Act comes into force
hence the present complaint be dismissed.

Th€ Authority observes that the present complaint is t,me barred as the
respondent had obtain€d the occupation c€rtilicate on 12.3.2011 before the
enactment ofthe RERA Act,2016 whil€ the complainant has flled the presenl
complaint on 22.04.2024. ln view ofthe above, th€ prese.t complaint standt
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