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Proceedings

complaint received on 08.02.2023 and reply received on 18'10'2023'

e complainant is seeking payment of assured return with directions for

nding over of poss.ssio L,ra a.Uyed possession charges in terms of the

ment letter dated 4.5.2016'

counsel for the respondent states that the assured return was paid upto

ember,2018 and tttal amunt of Rs' 4!'48'!24l -l"1ll:l"nl'i: j}:iliffi;,XrJu..d return. However, due the e actment of the BUDS Act'

the year zllg,tt . .",pondent was unablt 
l? l,1t 
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rrther, the Authority ao rt not have jurisdiction o adjudicate upon lssue

Iating to the su;ih.t and 'ss"ed i*"1',,11: i'It:*,T^Y:??;Xt;t"i
L}:*d: il;;;;." High court of Puniab and Harv na in cwP No'26740 or

22 and is Pending.

unsel for the complainant states that the -.'T:t- lltl^t^t: iil: :lt^1^tl':,1
*"#i'i: ;il;ft;ffi;il;;;, o.a.r, dated zz.tu.zoz3 that the respective

thorities are at liberty to continue proceedings in this regard'

F-nocnromcs oF THE DAY

WednesdaY and t0.01.2024
and Date

CRl524/2023 Case titled as Anish Bohra

VS Vatika Limited
plaint No.

Anish Bohraplainant

Shri Harshit GoYal, Advocate
resented through

Vatika Limited

S/Shri Venket Rao, Pankaj Chandola and

Gunian Kumar Advocates
ondent RePresented

71,.10.2023date of hearing

Naresh Kumari and HR Mehta
ceeding Recorded bY

ent) Act, 2016
{&ril qfuil *ftror
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to come up on 27.3.2024 for pronouncement of orders'
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