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PROCEEDINGS OITTHE DAY

Tuesday and 1'7 .12.2024

MA NO. 574/2024 in CR/426612021 Case

titled as Mrs. Mahua Das VS GLS Infratech

Private Limited

Day and Date

Complaint No.

Mrs. Mahua l)as

Shri Gaurav Rawat Advocate

GLS lnfratech I)rivate I-imited

Shri llarshit Batra Advocate

t5.10.2024/ aPPl.uls 67 of the Act

Naresh Kumari

Complainartt

Represented through

Respondent

Respondent IlePresented

Last date of hearing

Proceeding Recorded bY

New PWD Rest []ouse, Civil Lines, Guru sl. E^rrr firFa-s arfit r,5ftwt

Pro ceedings-cum-o rder

The respondent builder filed an application r-r1{rr Section 67 of the Ii'L:AL'

ESTATLII].EGLJLATION AND DEVELOpMEN'f) ACT, 2016 sccr<i,g cii.ccrio. to

the complainant to comply with order clatecl 08]2j023 or to allow thc:

respondent to cancel the allotment of the unit in questiot-t'

The resent matter was disposed off vicle order clateci 08'12'2023, atrcl passccl

the following directions :

G, Directions of the AuthoritY:

17. I-lence, the aulhority herebl'pctsses this orclcr uncl i'tstres tlrc.follotrittg

dit.ections ttntler sectioi S7 oitlie act trt ctt'\ttt'e contpliunca of ttbligcrlittn't

cosl upotl the prontoler Lts pe"r tha.fitnctirttt enlrtrslccl to lha ctttlltoritv ttntlat'

section 3a(fl:

a.'[']rc proruoter shcrll nol charge anythingtvltic'h is not purl o/'lhe bu.1at''s

crgreentent. the respontlenl is ni,t entittect lo cltrim holcling chctt'ges'.fittttt thc

citntplrrina1t/allotiee crt crnlt p<tirtl of tinta ct'en tlier l;eingptrt't of thc hlr.t'ct'''s

agreenrcntas])erlalysettieclb),]-Ion,blaSt't1lt,i:nta(.,ottl.tirtt,iyilupllcttln<l's.
3864-3889/2020 decidetl on' l 1' 1 2 2020
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Thereafter, the complainant filed Execution Petition No' 553 of 2024' The

respondent had filed appeal bearing no. 82 of .2024 impugning order dated

OB.LZ.ZO13 however, duL to the p"id.n.y of the execution petition' without

prejudice to the rigirts of the rbspondent and being a customer oriented

company to end litig"ation, in compliance with the said order dated 0B'1'2'2023'

the respondent herein sent a restoration letter dated 7t'06/024 and

13.06.2024 to the complainant, reinstating the allotment of the unit bearing

No. D-905, 9tr, Floor in Avenue BL situated at revenue estate of Nawada

Fatehpur, Sector 81, Gurugram, Haryana'

Vide the said restoration letters dated 11,.06'2024 arld 13'06'2024 the

respondent requested the complainant to mal<e payment of tl-re outstanding

dr., u, per the fresh statement of account atrnexed with tl-re saicl lctters' as

directed by the Authority. Despite repeated requests and reminders thc

complainant has failed to io*. forward to make paynierlt of tlle or'rtstaudirlg

dues.

The counsel for the complainant states that the rcspondent has alrcady filed

an Appeal in the mattervide appeal No,B2/2024 and furtl-rcr', cxcclltion also

stands filed.

As the final order in the matter has already been passed by this Authority on

08.t2.2023, nd further proceeding lie in ihe matter' The application under

section 67 of the Act, 20i6 is clismissed. File be consigned to the registry'
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the ouls'tanding dues (ts per the policy' 2013'


