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Shri Ram Kumar Verma, learned counsel for the applicant is present. No one is 

present on behalf of the respondent. Though Ms. Aparna Pandey, MS. Apoorva 

Gupta and Shri Rahul Tripathi have filed their vakalatnama on behalf of the 

respondent and their names are mentioned in the cause list. 

A request for adjournment has been received from Shri Rahul Tripathi, learned 

counsel for the respondent, on the ground of his being out of station. Since, there 

are more than one counsels appearing on behalf of the respondent, therefore, 

adjournment request cannot be accepted on the request of single counsel.  

Learned counsel for the applicant submitted that the applicant has approached the 

RERA vide complaint no. NCR144/07/0132/2019 (Saurabh Mundhra and Suhani 

Jhanwar Mundhra Vs. Supertech Limited and Dweep Infra Project Pvt. Ltd.) 

seeking refund of Rs. 33,56,687/- alongwith admitted interest calculated from the 

date of respective payment as per the RERA Act amounting Rs. 51,80,189/- till 

15.06.2019, pendentelite and future interest till recovery. The RERA vide order 



dated 06.02.2020 directed the respondent to provide the possession by 31.12.2020 

alongwith with OC/CC after taking the balance amount, if any alongwith interest 

as per the terms of the agreement including the period of grace period and after 

enforcement of the RERA Act at the rate of MCLR+ 1 percent annually of the 

State Bank of India. The direction no. 3 of the order further indicates that if 

respondent fails to comply the direction by 31.12.2020 then after expiry of 45 days 

the complainant will be paid the actual amount alongwith interest at the rate of 

MCLR+ 1 percent. The direction no. 6 further provides that if the respondent fails 

to comply the directions of the RERA then the complainant will have a right to 

approach the RERA again for execution of the order. 

The further submission of learned counsel for the applicant is that initially the 

applicant approached this Tribunal challenging the order dated 06.02.2020 passed 

by the RERA and during the pendency of the present proceeding, the direction no. 

3 of the said order has come into operation as after the order dated 06.02.2020, the 

respondent has not provided offer of the possession of the unit alongwith the 

OC/CC by 31.12.2020. Therefore, the applicant be permitted to not press the 

present proceeding with a liberty to approach the RERA for execution of direction 

no. 3 of the order dated 06.02.2020 and in the interest of justice, the RERA be 

directed to take expeditious steps for execution of direction no. 3. 

We have examined the submissions of learned counsel for the applicant and 

perused the order dated 06.02.2020, passed by the RERA. The direction no. 3 

provides that if respondent/promoter fails to comply the direction no. 1 of giving 

offer of possession by 31.12.2020, then after expiry of 45 days, the complainant 

will be entitled for refund of entire amount and the respondent was directed to 

refund the same from the actual date of deposit alongwith the interest at the rate of 

MCLR+ 1 percent. 



Appreciating the request of learned counsel for the applicant, we permit him to not 

press the present defective appeal and approach the RERA for execution of 

direction no. 3 of the order dated 06.02.2020 passed in complaint no. 

NCR144/07/0132/2019 (Saurabh Mundhra and Suhani Jhanwar Mundhra Vs. 

Supertech Limited & Dweep Infra Project Pvt. Ltd.). We hope and trust that if any 

application is moved, the same shall be processed and executed by the concerned 

authority of the RERA expeditiously. Accordingly, the present defective appeal is 

dismissed as not pressed. 

(Rajiv Misra)                           (D.K. Arora) 
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