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Adv. Krishna Agarwal,Advocate for Appellant.
Adv. Avinash Pawar, Advocate for Respondent

3oth DECEMBER,2O19.

Learned Counsel for both the sides.

Respondent present.

Heard Learned Counsel for the Appellant.

He submits that the appellant has not made compliance of

proviso to section  3(5) of RERA till today.
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ORDER

1- Appeal No 21418 is dismissed for non-compliance of

pioriso to Section a3(5) of RERA'2016 
.

z-Hltisc.ApplicationNo.395of2019(ApplicationforStay)
is also dismissed.

3- No order as to costs
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ln order daled 28t11 l2}1g'appellantwas directed to make the

compliance till today Appellant was also given understanding

that appeal shall stand dismissed without any further reference

for non-comPliance of the order'

Sincetheorderdated2Stlltzolgisveryclearandappellant
has failed to make compliance' we proceed to dismiss the

;;;ii; non-compliance of mandatory proviso to Section

a5[sl 
'r 
t 

" 
RER Act. Accordingly we pass the following order:-


