
HARYANA REAI ESTAIE REGUTATORY AUTHORITY
GURUGRAM

GURUGRAM ERqrqT T-fiT{r frfrqrro srtro-rur, T$mr

HARERA

New PWD Rest House, Civil Lines, G a-qr fi. frfr-d drts, Eftqul

An Authority constituted under section 20 the Real lstate (Regulation and Development) Act, 2016
Act No. 16 of 2016 Passed by the parliament

r1$vo @n-<-ra t 3"Try:_1:1:* mltJld.p *

urugram,

PROCEEDINGS OF THE DAY

I Friday and 09.04.202tDay and Date

Complaint No. CR/2397 /20L8 Case tirled Mr Sandeep
Sahanan And Sh Krishan Kumar Sahanan VS
Ansal Housing & Construction Limited

Complainants Mr Sandeep Sahanan And Sh Krishan Kumar
Sahanan

Represented through Ms. Priyanka Agarwal, Adv

Respondent Ansal Housing & Construction Limited

Respond ent Represented
through

Ms. Meena Hooda, Adv for the respondent-
company.

Last date of hearing

Proceeding Recorded by Pawan Sharma

Proceedings

Though the matter was fixed for arguments but an application for
recalling order dated 09.03.2021 filed. It is pleaded on behalf of the

respondent that the order dated 05.03.2020 could not be complied with due

to Covid-19, hijacking of its system and officers/officials attending the office

virtually. So, in such a situation, some more time be given to comply with the

order dated 20.03.2020 and if the application is not allowed, it would cause

prejudice to the respondent.

2. The application filed in this regard is being opposed by taking the plea

that it is just a ploy to delay the decision of the case. The respondent-builder

was directed vide order L9.1,t.2079 by the Hon'ble Authority to file certain

documents detailed in it. Despite a lapse of more than 1 .3 years that order has
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documents now for proper adjudication.

3' A perusal of the case file shows that the respondent-builder is taking
the proceedings in a casual manner. When an adverse order was passed

against it then an application for re-calling the same is being moved on last

date to avoid adverse consequences. The order dated lg.r1,.zo1,9 passed by

the Hon'ble Authority clearly shows that specific directions were given to the

respondent to file certain documents for a proper adjudication. But despite
passing of that order as well as order dated 05.03.2020, the respondent-
builder failed to comply with the same. Even on the last date, it failed to file
those documents by taking a plea that there was no message with regard to
date of hearing and which is belied by the e-mail dated ZZ.OZ.ZOZ1. Whatever

may be the position and in the interest of justice an opportunity s-hould be

given to the respondent-builder to comply with the order dated Lg.L1.2OI}

subject to payment of Rs. t5,OOO / - as costs finclusive of cost already imposedJ

to be paid to the complainant by 1,9.04.202L and file documents. If the

respondent-builder fails to pay that amount to the complainant by that date,

it would not be allowed to proceed further with application in hand and the

same would stand dismissed automatically.

4. Let the matter be put up on zs.os.zozL for arguments.

((
[S.C. Goyal) r
Adjudicating Officer
09.04.2021,
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