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Complainant, Debojit Brahma is represented by the Learned Advocatf
Nardini Sharma and Mr. Asim Hati in today's hearing who appeared physically a!
the time of hearing by filing hazira which should be kept in record.

The Respondents, Joyville Shapo{i Housing Private Limited and K.W.l. C.
F/t. Ltd. Is represented by the Learned Advocates Meghna Dhar, Antanisha]
Karmalar, who appeared physically at the time hearing of the instant Complain!
by filing hazira.

The Learned Advocate appearing for the Complainant mentioned Section 1

of the RE(R&D) Act, 2016 to establish that reliefs sought for is within the purview
of this Act. He mentioned Sub Section (3) of Section 11 that " r'he registration
granted urlder this section shall be ualid for a period of declared bg the promotet
under Sub-Clause (C) of [Aause (1)] of sub-section (2) of Section 4 for completion oJ
the project or pha,se thereof, as the case mag be." He also mentioned Section 89
"The prouisions of this Ad sho,ll h-o.ue effect, notuithstandtng anAthirry inconsistenl
therelutth contatned in ang other law for the time being in force." The
Complainant prayed that he is very much covered by this Act. The Complainant's
Advocate stated that the possession of the flat was given in 2O2O and the
Completion Certificate has been given in that year. He prayed for demarcation oI
common area in Phase 1 of consisting of units in towers being A-1, A-2, 8-6 and
B-7. The L€arned Advocate mentioned the Section under 17(2) where it has been
mentioned that " it shall be the responsibilitg of the promoter to hand ouer tle
necessary doatments and plans, including q)mmon areas, to the association of tlE
allotlees or the competent authoritA, as the case mag be, as per th.e local lauts"
The promoter stall handouer the necessary documents and plans, including
common areq.s, [to tle association] of the allottees or the conpetent authoitg, as the
case mag be, within thing daAs afi.er obtatning the lcontpleltionl certificate. So t}]e
karned Advocate for the Complainant prayed for handing over the common area
after demarcation and that should be handed over to the Complainant and they
will maintain their common area.



The Irarned Advocate appearing for the Respondent objected by saying
that the Respondent has already handed over the common area to ttle
Complainants Association. He further stated that the concemed project is having
number of Towers. The constructions of different Towers are going on and it was
specifically mentioned in the Agreement for Sale regarding handing over of Plats
as per Tower wise completion. And several common facilities shall be shared by a1l
the residents of the entire project. He also mentioned that tle instant
complainant is barred by limitation as five years have already been elapsed.

The Learned Advocate appearing for the Complainant prayed to give the
Common Area demarcation and let the Complainant to maintain the area and also
raised points relating to CAM charges. The matter has been partially heard today
ald shall be continued on the next date of hearing.

Fix after 8(eight| weets for further hearing and order.
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