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Proceedings
The counsel for the

the unit with the responde
against the sale considerati

mplainant states that the complainant booked
and has paid an amount of Rs41,58,000 lakhsof Rs. 4'J.,SB,OOO/-. Despite t ruing received apondent has not signed the BBA with the

::p^"^iti:sr:n any due date for handing ou..
complainant and neither has
of the possession. Further,
letter has also not been paij.

substantial amount, the r

The counsel for the
the jurisdiction of this au
challenged in the Hon,ble Hi
hearing on IT.5.2023. Furth

, ,il;;;;;

Tribunal as well as Rajas
appeal no.21.1, / ZO2Z titled
Pvt. Ltd. And case RERA/GC
Gupta Builders and promoter
that the issues of assured ret
Estate Regulatory Auth ority,

pondent states that the matter with respect tority in respect of assured returns has beent Court of punjab and Haryana and is listed for
:^h."1l1:atention to orders oi up app.irriun Real Estate Regulatory artho.ityTffi;
N".1, Gupta Versus One place infrastructure
ro.0265/2021 titled as Lalita Chauhan Versus
Pyt. Ltd. respectively wherein it has been held

under

EEDINGS OF THE DAY

Day and Date Tuesday andZB.0Z.20Z3
Complaint No. CR/173/Z0ZZ Case titled as Mrs. Sumit

Iohal Vs Vatika Limited
Complainant

Mrs. Sumit Johal
Represented through Shri Gaurav Rawat Advocate
Respondent

Vatika Limired

Respondent Represented S/Shri Venket Rao, pankaj Chandola and
Mayank Grover Advocates

Last date ofhearing 28.70.2022

Proceeding Recorded by Naresh Kumari and HR Mehta
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nviewofTffi
adjourned till the law is

The counsel for the
executed. Further, the co
delayed possession charg

Counsel for the comp
the relief of assured return

Arguments heard.

Order reserved.

Matter to come up on

mrssionql@
I in the issue.

;pondent further states that the BBA is yet to be

*:yf _rs 
seeklng assured return as well asand both can not beiwarded in the matter.

nant states that the complainant wishes to seekt of the two.

9.05.2023 for pronouncement of order.
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me nea nEite lnegu-Erio; and
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