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PROCEEDINGS OF THE DAY S2

Day and Date Wednesday and 15.05.2024

Complaint No. MANO.227 /202+ in CR/3595/2021 Case

titled as om Tradelink Pvt Ltd VS Raheja
Developers Ltd

Complainant om Tradelink Pvt Ltd

Represented through Ms. Sanju proxy counsel

Respondent Raheja Developers Ltd

Respondent Represented Ms. Harshita Setia proxy counsel

Last date of hearing 08.05.2024

Proceeding Recorded by Naresh Kumari and HR Mehta

Proceedings'cum-order

The above-mentioned matter was a part ofbunch matter and was heard and

disposed offvide order dated 01.03.2023 wherein, the Authority had directed

the respondent to pay delay possession charges from the due date of
possession till actual handing over of possession or offer of possession plus

two months, whichever is earlier.

The counsel for the complainant has filed an aPplication for rectification of

order dated 01.03.2023 seeking rectification w.r.t complaint no., unit no., paid

up-amount, total sale consideration, date of execution of agreement and due

date ofpossession.

After careful perusal ofthe record as well as submission made by the counsel

for the complainant vide rectification application dated 15.04.2024, the

authority observes that the said discrepancy is being caused due to mistyping

of complaint's title which has been wrongly mentioned as 'Omvik Engineers

Private Limited V/s Rahela Developers Limited' instead of "Om Trade Link

Private Limited V/s Raheja Developers Limited" on page nos. 1 and 4 of the

final detailed order dated 01.03.2023.
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e autnorlw otlserves that secno wltn tne cation of orders
which empowers the authority to make rectification within a period of 2 years
from the date of order made under this Act. Under the above provision, the
authority may recti&/ any mistake apparent from the record and make such

amendment, ifthe mistake is brought to its notice by the parties. The relevant
portion ofsaid section is reproduced below.

Section 39: Rectifrcqtion oforders
"The Authoriy mdy, at any time within a period of tv)o yearsfrom the date of
the order made under this Act, with a viete to rectifying ony mistake opporent

from the record, amend any order passed by it, ond sholl make such

omendment, ifthe mistake is brought to its notice by the parties:
Provided that no such omendment shall be made in respect of dny order
ogainstwhich on appeol has been prekrred under this Act:
Provided further thot the Authoriq shall not, while recwing any mistake
apparent from record, amend suhstontive part of its order passed under the
provisions ofthis Act"

In view ofthe above, the case title ofthe complaint bearin gno. CR/3595 /2021,
in final detailed order dated 01.03.2023 is hereby rectified being typographical
and clerical in nature. Accordingly, the complaint title in respect of
CR/35951202L shall be read as "Om Trade Link Private Limited v/s Raheja
Developers Limited".

This order shall be read as part and parcel of the final detailed order dated
01.03.2 0 2 3.

Application stands disposed ofl File be consigned to registry.

Ashok San

Mem
15.05.2
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