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VERSUS
1. Asian Developers Ltd
2. Saera Auto India Pvt. Ltd. --..RESPONDENTS
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3. COMPLAINT NO. 65 OF 2021

Anupam Kumar Thakur ---.COMPLAINANT
VERSUS
1. Asian Developers Itd
2. Saera Auto India Pvt. Ltd. .-..RESPONDENTS
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VERSUS
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Present: - Sp Akshat Mittal, counsel for the complainant

Ms. Dikshika Hoon Advocate, counge] for the respondent no.]
through VC

Sh. Aditya Singh Advocate, Proxy counsel for the respondent no 2
through VC

ORDER (DR. GEETA RATHEE SINGH - MEMBER)

L. Sh. Akshat Mittal, Learned counsel for the complainants stated that
applications dated 20.06.2023 were filed in the registry of the Authority
In captioned complaints seeking slight modification in the disposal order
dated 04.08.2022 passed by the Authority. He stated that in the said order
complaints were disposed of in terms of settlement with respondent no.2

namely, © M/s Saera Auto India Ltd’ along with liberty to approach this

pursue the matter against respondent no. | namely, ‘Asian Developers
Ltd’. Accordingly, complainants are seeking slight modification in the
order dated 04.08.2022 vide these applications.

2. On perusal of said applications, Authority observed that the complainants
are seeking rectification of the order dated 04.08.2022 for the reason that
liberty to peruse the case against respondent no. ] namely, ‘Asian
Developers Ltd” was not granted to them at the time of disposal of the
said cases. Authority is of the considered view that at this stage the relief

claimed by the complainants are not permissible for the simple reason
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this stage.

Further, Authority under section 39 of the RERA Act, 2016 1s mandated
to rectify clerical mistakes apparent op the face of record. The RERA
Act, 2016 does not entrust the power of review on the Authority.

Further, it is clarified that complainants ground taken in captioned

. In fact the proviso 2 to section 39, categorically provides that the

Authority “shall not” while rectifying any mistake apparent from record,
amend substantive part of its order passed under the provisions of the

Act.

For the above stated reasons, the captioned rectification applications are

hereby dismissed. Fileg are Disposed of as dismissed.

Files be consigned to record room after uploading of this order on

the website of the Authority.
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