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I The comprainant is seeking refund of the deposited amount with interest.The counser for the comprainant states that he has arready paid a sum of Rs.2B'56'tL8l- to the respondent against total sare consideration or i;'Rr. g3,2o,Tg0/- 
.

Due date of possession in trris cise was L2.3.201,6 and BBA has not been executed.
i;:'}ffi:ated 

that trre responJ.n, r,r, ,ppriu; i* oc for its ."rrl[iar corony on

The counsel for the respondent states that respondent Spaze Towers has no privity ofthe contract as the payment has been -r3d. by the allottee to Auto Max and theallotment has been tuni by Auto Max and the .urinJ.. for executior-.., arso sent byAuto Max and Spaze towers is not there and Further stated that the unit was arottedto two persons fayant Baxi and noof-srrri aaxi.
complaint is not maintainable since the allotment is in the name of two allottes andthe present compraint has been riteJby 

"rrr"". .r,riptrinrnt i.e, by ]ayant Baxi.Matter stands disposed off. Fire be consigned to the registry.

pro ceedings-cum -orders

fili#aTt compraint was fired on 06.0L.2023 and the respondent was fired on

PROCEEDM
Day and Date Friday and L2.04.2024
Complaint No. CR/7920/2022 Case ritled as Jayanr Baxi VSSpaze Tower private Limited
Complainant

Jayant Baxi

Shri Divanshu Mittal Advocate

Spaze Tower private Limited

Shri Harshit Batra, Advocate

Represented through

Respondent

Respondent Represented

Last date ofhearing
02.02.2024
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