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PROCEEDINGS OF THE DAY

WednesdaY and 28.05.2025
Day and Date

MA NO. 37112025 in CR/4540 /2022 Case

titled as Raman Bhatia VS BPTP LIMITEDComplaint No.

Raman BhatiaComplainant

Ms. Partistha Proxy counsel
Represented through

BPTP LIMITEDRespondent

Shri Harshit Batra AdvocateRespondent RePresented

Application u/s 39 ofthe Act
Last date ofhearing

Naresh Kumari and HR Mehta
Proceeding Recorded bY

New PWD Rett House, Civil Lines, Gurugram, Haryana

Proceedings-cum-order

Thp nresent comDlaint was disposed off vide order dared 29 '05 2024 4t
#;'ffi;';;;;f -i'i.oi:ois,' 

has been nled bv the respondent ror

;::"d;il li-"ia". a","a 29'os'202+ under section 39 of the Act' 2016

.as<pri hv the authoriw wherein it is stated that the Authority directed the

ffi;;i";;;;;tu;Jti" p,ia up amount of Rs'ee '46'672/' after deducting

i;.i## ;;;'i;irtio" Jrn' r,ba,es,500/- being earnest monevalons with

ir#"t, O f1.ro"Z" p.a. as prescribed under rule 15 of the Haryana Real Estate

i:n*ui"aio" ".a 
Development) Rules,2017 on the refundable amount' from

it 
"?ri" 

of.rn."ffrtion i.e., 08 02 2022 till its actual realization'

Theresoondenthasshtedthatthecomplainanthadoptedforasubvention
#;;;i";;; i"; ."*i,,"nt" of the sile consideration and a Tri-partite

ffi""ilri;;;"".ti"J u"*"",, the complainant' respondent.and HDFc

;ili.:H';;;";"in'.s,2+,sasl- has been debited bv the Bank rrom the

respondent as upfront interest against the loan taken by the complainant and

ii"'r"ia 
".orn,'rnust 

be duly considered and adiusted' from the amount to be

refunded to the complainant'
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New PwD Rest House, civil Lines, GuruBram' Haryana

re Proceedlng
provisions of Section 39

has been Preferred.
Section 39: Rectification of orders",:;;;;,t;;;;;;;;:it any time witnin o period of two veors from.the date of.

,ni,i ori"i-ia" ,ia", th;s Act, wtth o view to rectilving any mist.ake opporent

trom the record, amend any order possed by it and shall moke sucn

amendment, ifthe mistoke is brought to tts nottce by Lhe porties:
" 
i)o,ria"a tiit no such omendment shall be mode in respect of ony order

oooinstwhich on oppeolhas been preferred under thts Act:

Troriiii ir"rt "i that the Auihoritv sholl not' v)hile ":"t!v:-!s-::!
iirtr*" ippor"rt lrom record, omend substontive part ol its oroer

possed undir the provisions of this Act"

The Authority observes that the above said obiection was neither pleaded by

ii" ."rp".a,J* in its reply nor the same was raised during pendency of the

.o-pi"i"t. ift"."f"re, the-same cannot be entertained at this belated stage'

Moreover, this Authority cannot re-write its own orders and lacks the

iurisdiction to review its own order as the matter in issue has already been

't 

"r.i ""a 
a".ia"J by rhis Aurhoriry. Accordingly, rhe said application is not

.ri*ri"rtf" U"i"g covered under ihe exception mentioned in 2nd proviso to

section 39 0fthe Act, 2016.

Application is dismissed. File be consigned to the registry'
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