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PROC EEDINGS OF THE DAY 1z
Day and Date Tuesday and2Bl022( 23

Complaint No. CR/77L/2022 Case r

Johal Vs Vatika Limite
tled as Mrs. Sumil:
t

Complainant Mrs. Sumit Johal

Represented through Shri Gaurav Rawiat Ad rocate

Respondent Vatika Limited

Respondent Represented S/Shri Venket Rao, pi

Mayank Grover ltdvor
nkaj Chandola and
ates

Last date of hearing 28.L0.2022

Proceeding Recorded by Naresh Kumari and HI Mehta

The counsel for the
the unit with the responder
against the sale consideratir
substantial amount, the rr
complainant and neither has
of the possession. Further,
letter has also not been paid,

The counsel for the rr
the jurisdiction of this aut
challenged in the Hon,ble Hi
hearing on 77.5.2023. Furth
Tribunal as well as Rajasth
Neena Gupta Versus One pl
ao.0265/Z|ZL titled as Laliti
Pvt. Ltd. respectively where
:eturns do not fall under r

tuthority.

Proceedings

:omplainant states that the c
t and has paid an amount of
rn of Rs,46,20,000/-. Despitr
lspondent has not signed I
respondent given any due da
the assured return promise

:spondent states that thel mat
tority in respect of assured
3h Court of Punjab and Flarya
:r, he draws attention to orde
m RERA bearing appeal no.2
ace infrastructure pvt. [,td. a

L Chauhan Versus Gupta lBuild
in it has been held thart the
he jurisdiction of the lReal

lmplainant booked
Rs.22,72,000 lakhs
r having received a
he BBA with the
:e for handing over
I in the allotment

.er with respect to
returns has been
na and is listed for
rs of UP Appellate
71,/2022 titled as
nd case REM/GC
:rs and Promoters
issues of assured
Estate Regulatory

Estate and
{ft frqrm) qftftcq, 201 66 srr 20t sd.rdqPfi crtuuu

ment) Act,2016
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In view of the above sul
adjourned till the law is set

The counsel for the res
executed. Further, the cor
delayed possession charges

Counsel for the complai
the relief of assured return

Arguments heard.

Order reserved.

Matter to come up on 0r

Kumar Arora

missions, it is prayed thart the
led in the issue.

pondent further states t,hat I

rplainant is seeking assurec
and both can not be awarded

tant states that the complaina
lut of the two.

.0 5.2023 for p ronoun cernent

matter may be

he BBA is yet to ber

return as well as;

in the matter.

rt wishes to seek

cf order.

Ashpk ngwan
M r

28.0 023

under
1*ivo(t

An Authori :ion 20 the Real Estate Regulation and
sfrftam) qfrfuc, 201 6ff w 20ir qrtrqfuecrtulm

ment) Act,2016


