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Complaint No. CR/4483/2021 Case titled as ANKUR SHARMA
AND ANJALI SINGH Vs ANSAL HOUSING LIMITED
| Complainant ANKUR SHARMA AND AN]ALI_SI_NGH_— l
| Represented through | Nune Bt |
 Raspondent ANSAL HOUSING LIMITED R
| Respondent Rep;eng | | None — 1 _|
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An application was filed by the complainant-applicant on 07.11.2022 for
modification of an order dalid 21.10.2022 stating that the present complaint
was disposed of merely on thie basis of the copy of the settlement agreement |
dated 11.10.2022 producedf:y the respondent and without appreciating the |

stipulations in the agreemt t that the terms have not been complied and
| settlement agreement has nigt come into force. |

The matter has already|been decided by the authority on 21.10.2022 in |
| view of the settlement arrivpd at between the parties to their full satisfaction,
the present complaint standk disposed of.

| The authority observes fhat firstly, there is no provision in the Act which |

empowers the authority ta clarify its order. Secondly, there are provisions |
under section 39 of the Act that deal with rectification of the order, however,

| the ambit and scope of settion 39 of the Act is very limited. The authority

| observes that section 39 depls with the rectification of orders which empowers |
the authority to make rectification within a period of 2 years from the date of |

| order made under this Act 4nd the authority may rectify any mistake apparent

| from the record and mak such amendment, if the mistake is brought to its
notice by the parties. Howgver, rectification cannot be allowed in three cases,
firstly, when the applicatiof for rectification is filed after 2 years from the date |

| "of the order made under fhis Act, secondly, orders against which appeal has
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~Been preferred, thirdly,
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Provided furthe
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under the provisions of
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| 22.04.2022 and wherein it
review its orders.
| Thus, in view of the legal
| application dated 07.11.202
order dated 21.10.2022 pas
l declined.

| The present application is di

To amdgnd substantive pa
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date of the order ma

A reference in this regagd may be made t

of Faridabad vs. Rise Praj

FEof the order. The relevant

uced below:

of orders

y time within a period of two years from the

under this Act, with a view to rectifying any

the record, amend any order passed by it, and shall
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such amendment shall be made in respect of any

peal has been preferred under this Act:

rlthat the Authority shail not, while rectifying any
card, amend substantive part of its order passed

this Act.”

o the ratio of law laid down by |
late Tribunal in case of Municipal Corporation
cts vide appeal no. 47 of 2022; decided on|
s held that the authority is not empowered to |

hosition discussed above, there is no merit in the

filed by the complainant for rectification of the |
ed by the authority, and the same is hereby

L missed. File be consigned to the registry.
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