HARYANA REAL ESTATE REGULATORY AUTHORITY PANCHKULA

Website: www.haryanarera.gov.in

1. COMPLAINT NO. 695 OF 2024
Shobhit Sachdeva ....COMPLAINANT

Versus

M/s Vatika Limited & Others
(Mindspaces, Sector 27-B, Faridabad). RESPONDENT

2. COMPLAINT NO. 702 OF 2024
Shobhit Sachdeva ....COMPLAINANT
Versus

M/s Vatika Limited & Ors
(Mindspaces, Sector 27-B, Varidabad). RESPONDENT

3. COMPLAINT NO. 759 OF 2024
Perminder Singh & Amrinder Singh ....COMPLAINANT
Versus

M/s Vatika Limited & Ors
(Mindspaces, Sector 27-B, Faridabad). RESPONDENT

4. COMPLAINT NO. 760 OF 2024
Manpreet Kaur & Amrinder Singh ....COMPLAINANT
Versus

M/s Vatika Limited & Ors

W
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(Mindspaces, Sector 27-B, Faridabad). RESPONDENT
CORAM: - Parneet S, Sachdev Chairman
Dr. Geeta Rathee Singh Member
Nadim Akhtar Member
Chander Shekhar Member

Date of Hearing: 10.07.2025

: TH .
Hearing: 4™ i 41 cases.

complainants in complaint no. 759 and 760 of 2024
Mr. Kamaljeet Dahiya, Counsel for the respondent through VC in all
cases.

ORDER (PARNEET S. SACHDEV- CHAIRMAN)
1. On the last date of hearing, i.e. 06.03.2025, respondent was granted last

opportunity to file replies in captioned complaints along with imposition of
cost of Rs 10,000/- payable to Authority and Rs 5,000/~ payable to
complainants, failing which defence would be struck off on next datc of
hearing,

2. On the hcafing dated 21.11.2024, respondent was granted Opportunity to
file reply with cost of Rs 5,000/~ payable to Authority and Rs 2,000/- payable
to complainant.

3. AS per office record, respondent has neither filed reply in captioned

"

complaints nor paid cost ti]] date.
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4. Today, 1d. counse] for complainants pressed upon relief of assured

examining and deciding the issue relating to the provisions of assured
return/committed charges in all allotment letter/builder buyer agreement for
purchase of ﬂat/apartmcnt/plot. She argued that since the issue of assured
returns is under consideration of the Hon’ble High Court, it would be
appropriate to await their decision.

3, In these circumstances, Authority is of view that respondent, despite
availing numerous opportunities had failed to file replies in captioned
complaints. There is no Justification provided by respondent for not filing of
reply even afier 4 hearing of the case. In these circumstances, defence of
respondent stands struck off. Cases will be proceeded on merits.

0. In respect of the assured returns, it is observed that in cases where the
complainants have given up their claims pertaining to assured returns, the

Authority has been adjudicating and passing final orders. However, in this casc
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the complainants want to pursue their claim regarding  assured returns.
Therefore, in view of judicial discipline, the Authority deems it appropriate to
await the decision of the Hon’ble High Court.

7. Keeping in view the aforesaid circumstances and the principle of Jjudicial

propriety, the Authority decides to adjourn the proceedings sine die to be fixed

of order on the website of the Authority.

CHANDER SHEKHAR
MEMBER]|

DR. GEETA RATHFEE SINGH

[MEMBER]

by

PARNEET S. SACHDEV
[CHAIRMAN]
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