12.03.2022

Before the Lok-Adalat

The above case is taken up before the Lok-Adalat. The joint memo filed
by both the partics is hereby accepted. Hence, the matter is sctiled
before the Lok-Adalat as per joint memo.

The complaint stands disposcd off accordingly. NS
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BEFORE ADJUDICATING OFFICER, RERA

BENGALURU, KARNATAKA

Complaint No. CMP/180227/0000522

Date: 21st January 2019

Complainant : KONDURU VIJAYA RAJU,
Ascent Capital Advisor India Pvt. Ltd.,
16t F1, Concorde Block, UB city No. 24,
vital Mallya Road, Bengaluru- 560001

AND

Opponent : Nitesh Napa Valley,
Nitesh Housing Deveiopers Pvt. Ltd.,
Level 7, Nitesh Timecaquare, No. 8,
MG Road, Benga'uru Urban -560001

JUDGEMENT

I. KEC Raja Kumar ana.Sint. K Vijay Raju under complaint no.
CMP/180227/0C5Q522 have filed this complaint under
Section 31 of \RERA Act against the project “Nitesh Napa
Valley” deve¢loped by Nitesh Housing Developers Pvt Ltd., as
the compiainant is the consumer in the said project. Both the
complaitiazits have sought for the relief of Reimbursement of
Dues & Possession of the Villa

2. Notice was issued to both the parties to appear on
23/11/2018. The first complainant was present. Mr.
H.M.Y Advocate was present on behalf of the developer
and sought time to file Vakalath and objection. On

19/12/2018, Smt. Vaishali, Advocate representing the
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developer was present and submitted that they will
speak about settling the matter.

. Again the matter was called on 7/1/2019 and on that
day, I have heard the arguments and reserved for
judgment. However on 11/01/2019 the developer has
filed a memo of settlement. In this regard the
complainant and the advocate for respondent were
present on 18/01/2019 and filed a memo of settlement.
The Memo reads as follows:

“With respect to above mentioned complaints,
we humbly submit that we have reached ¢
settlement with the developers and have
signed memorandum of settlement datec. 11"
January 2019 capturing the undersianding
between the customers and the develspers.
In view of this we have decided to pursue our
complaints  filed before “\RERA e,
CMP/ 180227/0000519 and
CMP/ 180227/0000522”

. Before passing the final’order I would say that as per S.71 (2)
RERA, the complaint-w:ll have to be closed within 60 days
from the date of filirio.in this case the complaint was filed on
27/02/2018. As-per SOP 60 days shall be computed from the
date of appecrance of the parties. In the present case, the
parties hai7e appeared on 23/11/2018. Hence the complaint is
being disposed of within limitation.

. As bath the parties have settled the matter and the
complainant has filed a memo. I proceed to pass the following
order. ia ib
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ORDER

The complaint no. CMP/180227 /0000522
has been closed on account of the Memo of
Settlement filed by the complainant.

Intimate the parties regarding this order.

(Typed as per dictation, Verified, Corrected and pronounced
on21/01/2019)




