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PROCEEDINGS OF THE DAY

Thursday and 1 2.05 .20211.Day and Date

CR/L67 /2021 Case titled as Carbyne

Infrastructure Private Limited V /s
Agrante Realty Limited & Ors.

Complaint No.

Carbyne Infrastructure Private LimitedComplainant

Represented through

1. Agrante Realty Limited

2. Agrante Developers Private Limited

3. RK Associates

4, RMS Estates Private Liimited

5. Narender Kumar GuPta

6. Yuvraj Singh

Respondent

Shri Sanjeev Sharma, Advocate on behalf

of respondent no. 1 and2.
Respondent RePresented
through

02.02.2022Last date ofhearings

HR MehtaProceeding Recorded bY

Proceedings

File has been received on transfer from the Adjudicating ofr[icer in view of the

judgment dated 17.1L.2021 passed by the Apex Court in thre case bearing no'
'SfilCivll 

No(s), 5777-3775 OF 202i1 tnea as M/s Newtech Promoters and

Developers pviftaVersus State of U.f. and Ors. as matters regarding refund

and interest under sec 18(L) are to be decided by the authority and matters

regarding adjudging .o.np.nsation to be decided by the Adjiudicating officer'

The issue regarding the application filed in the form cAo as per the Haryana

Rules 2017, wheth-er the iutho.ity thould pto...d fu.tk:r withorl! leeking
iPmentl Act' 2016

ect No. 16 of2016 Passed by the Parliament

q-dv-o 1frfri-m dt{ Rirrq srfufr{q, 2016*I qrrl 2ot lr+Tfi zlfud clfrfi'ryr

srtr fi dra r-cnr clfta 20166'I gfrfurr dEqi6. 16
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interest in case allottee wishes to withdraw from the project on failure of the

promoter to give possession as per agreement for sale, has been deliberated in

ihu p.o.uedings dated lo.s.zozz in cn No. 3GsB/2027 titred Harish Goel

Versus Adani MzK Proiects LLP. There is no material difference in the

contents of the forms and the different headings whether it is filed before the

adjudicating officer or the authority. Keeping in view the judgement of Hon'ble

supreme court in case titled as M/s Newtech Promoters anil Developers Pvt

Ltd Versus State of U,P. and Ors., the authority is proceeding further in the:

matter where allotiee wishes to withdraw from the project and the promoter

has failed to give possession of the unit as per agreement for sale irrespective

of ttre factwhethei application has been made form cAo/cRlt. Both the parties

consented to proceJfurther in the matter accordingly' The Hon'ble Supreme

Court has ruled that procedures are hand maid in the administration of justice

and a party should not suffer injustice merely due to some mistake or

negligence or technicalities.

The complaint has been filed on 1,s.or.zoz1. An application for deletion of

name has been filed by respondent no. 3 stating that RK A.ssociates being a

placement/HR consulting company has never dealt with M/s Agrante Realty

Li-it.d Ors. or Carbyne Infrzstructure Private Limited.

No written repty has been fil:d till date. The counsel appearing onbehalf of the

respondents itated at bar that he is going to file reply today itself'

Matter is adjourned to "15.9.2022 for further pror:eedings.

vriYvt*ffiv^t Dr. KK Khandelwal
Chairman

t2.05.2022
Member
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