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Proceedine Recorded bY Naresh Kumari

lrl. pre."nt .ompt"lnr t'as been filed on.02 05 2022 and rePlv on behalr or

.*p-a*r *. l and 2 wrs recerved on 24'05'2024 and 1406'2024

rh.rp,ter the resDondcnt no' I has filed rn applcrtion for deletion olrts
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;";;.";;", ". 2&3 shourd hdve been made partv rather than rnrri'ttn8

"1"'.""d*"' *",*, respondeni no I withour dnv cause or acnon ansns
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dvermeni made agatnst the resPondent no. 1.

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

agreement to sell dated 05.05 2017, executed between the complainant and

t;e respondent no. 2&3, the said Project land is Free from charBes' lien or

encumb.ances and has a clearand marketable title '' Further' vide registration

bearing no.329 of2017 ofthe projecthas been granted in favouroirespondent

no.1 and allthe respondents are lointlvand severallvliable'

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

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

respondent No 1 has been made as proforma partv and no sp€cific relief is

being souSht against the respondent No 1' Howevet it is: necessary partv as

ttre projea in wtrich ttre unit in question is situated' is registered in the name

ofrespondent No.l which is the developer ofthe proiect'

The counsel for R1 applicant states that he has no co ncern with the matter and

is not privity to tlr" ag."em"nt between the complainant and rest of the

responaents and therefore, no cause oiaction arises against R1' The counsel

for Rl clarifies thatregistration ofthe proiectwas obtained lrom interim RERA

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

said facts are objecled bv the counselforthe complainant'

The authority considers R1 to be a necessarv partv as the project stands

registered rn the name olrespondent No'1'

The respondent no. 2 filed an application dated t406'2024 for set aside the

ora". aat"a Oe.rZ.ZOZ:,atongwithdemand drafts forthe cost imposed bv the

;uthority ior non-filing ofreplv. The same is beinB allowed' in the interest of

natural ;stice and th; replv alreadv filed is taken on record' Further' the

.".oonaent no. z is a'.eoed to lrle the fresh DD wrthln r Penod ol one month

Srnce prevrou. OD nas erpired and here return back ro respondent no' 2

ii;itft;rmrm.,r*"**



REGUIAIORY AUIHOR!IY

*HARERA
ts- crnuennl.l

a 6<t hm,rihlii fi
-cor, reI-T6alhe comPlainant w's

which may filed within a period ol 2 weeks wiih an advance

up on 04.02.2025 tur lurrher pro.eedrngs

*plv

I

)

6ts: vrray Kuf,iar Coyal

29.10.2024

*'-*""TSl't**';-,*L,**;:*_t**#g**'*P*'"''*


