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Day and Date

CR/1849/2022 Case !ded
Properhes Lrmrted VS

1 Clanon ProPerties L'm'teo

Lcmplainant
Represcnted through shri Lokesh Bhola Advocate

TuesdaY and 2910'2024

]s/shri venker 8ao and

Adv..ates for ExPerion

1. Experion Developers Pvt Ltd'

2. Anubhav Sharma
I Mamta Sharma

tbrouBh
Ltd tor R1

ShriPrashant Sheoran Adv' for R2

None for.espondent No 3

lljltIjl:l"s
Proceeding Recorded bY Naresh Kumariand HR Mehta

Proce€dings

The present complaint has been frled on 02'05 2022 and reply on behalf ol

rproonden( no. I and 2 was recerved on l{05'2024 and 1406'2014

1,",p".t,*v
rf,".*rn". tr," ,",ptna"nt no' I hrs filed an application tor deletion ot tts

I il:";;;;il;*^tracr berweenthecomprainantandrespondent 
No r

;:;".*il;;;;. , ,. ".t 
d panv ro the asreement to serrdated 0s'0s'20r 7

--'-.-i hatua.n rhe comDlarnanl and responoent no 2 Therelore' onlv the

;:l::;"#i;:.;;;;ia r'"* u""n made partv r'ther rhan inrtiarrne

1:'.H;;: ;;,;.;;";ono"n' no r w,hout anv cause or dction arrsine

:;il;, ;":;";".;;;",,,urthcr'a,theavermcntsmadebvthecomprainanr
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filii. mI,TIn-IM5E?r dgrir'r lhe re'ponderr rn'

rverment made aSainst the respondent no' L

The complainant has filed the replv to the said application stated that

agreement to sell dated 05.05.2017, executed betlveen the complainant and

t; respondent no. 2&3, the said project land is Free from charges' lien or

encumbrancesand has a clear and marketable title 
" 

Further' vide registration

bearing no.329 of2017 ofthe Projecthas beengranted in favourotrespondent

no. 1 andallthe respondentsareiointlyandseverallyliable'

The counsel ior the complainant states that so far as the application for

deletion of respondent No.1 from the arrav of parties is concerned' the

respondent No.1 has been made as proforma party and bo sp€cific relief is

being sought against the respondent No l However' it is a necessarv partv as

lr" i.o;e* in.rri.tr tt" unit in question is situated, is registered in the name

ofrespondent No.1 which is the developer ofthe project'

The counsel for Rl applicant states that he has no con'ern with the matterand

is not privity to the agreement between the complainant and rest of the

,"rp"ra"no "ra 
,rt*"t"-, no cause ofaction arises against R1' The counsel

for Rl clarifies that registration ofthe projectwas obtain€d from interim RERA

Panchkula and was li;ited to the extent ofthe units in their allocation and the

sai.l facts are objected by the counsel for the compla'nant

The respondent no. 2 filed an application dated 14 06'2024 for s€t aside the

".J".i","a 
oa.rr.roz:, 

"ronswith 
demand drafts lor the cost imposed bv the

.rrihoriw for non-filing ofreplv' The same is beins allowed' in the interest or

nr.*f ,r,,." rra,f," reply alreadv nled is taken on record' Flrrther' the

...""ra*' *. , ,' a,-, 
"ilio 

lrle rhe lresh DD wtlhin d penod or one month

s,".. nrerious DD has expired and were return back lo respondent no' 2
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The authority considers R1 to be a

resistered in the name ofrespondent

necessary party as the proiect stands

No.1.
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rein*]lor the comPlarnan wii6ea ttiile rerornder to oo e-reply

which may oled within a Period

Matter to come uP on 04 02.2025

of 2 weeks with an advance

for further proceedings.
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