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proceedings

The present complaint has been filed on 20.05.2024 and the reply of the
complaint on behalf ofthe respondent no. 1 i.e., Ms. Ansal Housing Limited has
been filed on-04.09.2024. Reply on behalf on respondent no.2 i.e] Ms. Samyak
Projects Pvt. Ltd. has been received, on 7Z-09.20i4.
The complainant has filed an application under section 36 of the Act on
13.11.2024 and has sought relief with respect to restrain the respondent from
cancelling the unit, creating third party rights and maintaining starus quo in
respect to the unit. Vide order dated 04.12.2024, the application" under section
36 was heard and the order on the said applicaiion was reserved for
29.01.2025. On 29.0L.2025, the maner was adjourned for 19.03.2025 on the
request of the counsel of the complainant.
The respondent no.2 i.e., Ms. Samyak projects private Limited has filed reply of
the application under section 36 filed by the complainant on 04.1,2.2024.The
respondent in the said reply has stated that no builder buyer agreement has
been executed between respondent no.2 and the complainant and there is no
privity of contract between the complainant and the respondent no.2 . Also, a
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE DA-

Day and Date Wednesday and 19.03.2025

Complaint No. MANO,932/2024 in CR/1,BZ2 /2024 Case
titled as Mehta Decor VS Ansal Housing
Limited & Samyak Projects pvlLtd.

Complainant Mehta Decor

Represented through Shri Himanshu Gautam Advocate

Respondent Ansal Housing Limited & Samyak projects
Private Limited

Respondent Represented

Last date of hearing 29.0L.2025 /appl. u/s 36 ofthe Acr

Proceeding Recorded by Naresh Kumari and HR Mehta
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application stands disPosed ol

Matter to come up on 21.05.2025 for further proceedings

the

;;;;;;il.".ts made bv respondent no 1 and the complainant have not

even paid ihe booking amount towards the unit'

Vide proceedings dated 0412'2024, the counsel for the complainant stated

,rr"i{"1"-pfri"rnt has paid an amount of Rs 28'20'819/-/- against the total

*i" ."".iJ"i",i"" of Rs.32,05,128/- The counselfor respondent no 1 i'e ' Ms'

A;rl H"r.iil Limited submitted that it has no objection to the relief sought

t', iir 
" 

."-of Jin"n t. The counsel for respondent no 2 ie ' Ms Samyak proiects

;i#;';,#;il;;;i.;; ih" th"'" is no privitv o[ contract between the

.".pi^i"rri "ia 
,he respondent no 2 and the amount shown to be paid by the

complainant pertains to adlustment receipts against allotment by respondent

no. 1in other Projects.

That there are several receipts on record dated 31'07 20L9' 1208201'9'

riis.zlts, lzoazots, 7r.08.2079,12 08 201s 'L4'r0 'zor9 ' - 
14 70'201e '

06.72.2019, amounting to Rs's1,000/-' Rs 80'157/ ' -Rs'8'49 '\27 l-'
il,ioplst-, Rs.r,4e,7ioI-, Rs 5,885/-, Rs 1'17'135/ ' - 

1oze'3eBI-and

nr.+,f a,3ae7- titled as "Paymen t in respect of : Shop No' F-763 at ANSALS
'iii 

a3-ao:uLeveRD" issued by respondent no.1 in-favour ofthe complainant.

il"";;p*;;;;: i,aue .nat"ngei the validitv of the receipts.on the sround

that the same are adiustments an-d the complainant has not paid any amount

not even booking amount.

;ff#:;;;;.i; *-h"."in .",pondunt no 2 was neither partv nor the same

;;i';;;;;;Ji;'its presence rhe receipts issued.bv respondent no'1 are

The Authority observes that the receipts issued by respondent no 1 are mere

"jrrilnl",.'."a" 
by respondent no. 1 in li", of some other project of the

lJfi.#il;;iril".-,ri. tiit"*ances' the application forinterim relief is

declined without expressing any opinion on the merits of the case The
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