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PROCEE DINGS OF THE DAY 21

Day and Date Wednesday and 27.09.2023

Complaint No. CR / 4472 /2027 Case titled as S U DES H KU L KA RN I

AND PARTYASHA RATH VS ANSAL HOUSING

LIMITED

Complainant SUDESH KULKARNI AND PARTYASHA RATH

Represented through None

Respondent ANSAL HOUSING LIMITED

Respondent Represented through None

Last date of hearing 24.05.2023

Proceeding Recorded by Naresh Kumari

An application was filed
modification of an order date

was disposed of merely on tl
dated 17.70.2022 produced I

stipulations in the agreemel
settlement agreement has no

The matter has alreadY
view of the settlement arriye
the present complaint stands

The authority observes tl

empowers the authority to
under section 39 of the Act t
the ambit and scope of sect
observes that section 39 deal

the authority to make rectifi
order made under this Act ar
from the record and make s

notice by the parties. Howev

f rstly, when the application
of the order made under th
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Proceedings

ry the complainant-applicant on 07.71.?022 for
d 2L.70.?,022 stating that the present complaint
e basis of the copy of the settlement agreement
ry the respondent and without appreciating the

Lt that the terms have not been complied and

:come into force.

reen decided by the authority on 2L.10.2022 in
I at between the parties to their full satisfaction,

disposed ol
at lirstly, there is no provision in the Act which
lariry its order. Secondly, there are provisions
rat deal with rectification of the order, however,
on 39 of the Act is very limited. The authority
s with the rect4,lco tion of orders which empowers
ation within a period of 2 years from the date of
d the authority may recUry any mistake apparent
uch amendment, if the mistake is brought to its
:r, rectification cannot be allowed in three cases,

or rectification is filed after 2 years from the date

s Act, secondly, orders against which appeal has
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portion of said section is rep duced below:
n of ordersSection 39:

"The Authority may, ot ny time within o period oJ two yeors lrom the
dqte oJ the order under thls AcC with a view to rectifying any

record, omend any order possed by it, ond shallmistoke opporent from
moke such omendment, the mistqke is btought to its notice by the porties:

Provided thot n
order ogainst which an

Provided Iurthe
mistake apporent from
under the provisions of

such omendment shall be mode in respect ofony
peol has been preferred under thisAct:

that the Authority sholl not, while rectifying ony
rd, omend substontive port oI its order possed

is Act."

A reference in this rega may be made to the ratio of law laid down by

the Haryana Real Estate AP llate Tribunal in case of Municipal Corporotion
of Faridabad vs. Rt'se P viile oppeal no. 47 oI 2022; decided on

22.04.2022 and wherein it
review its orders.

Thus, in view of the legal
application dated 07.77.202

YANA REAI ESTATE REGUTAIOiY AUTHOIIIY

s held that the authority is not empowered to

osition discussed above, there is no merit in the

filed by the complainant for rectification of the

ed by the authority, and the same is herebyorder dated 21.10.2022
declined.

The present application is di issed. File be consigned to the registry.
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