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+9PROCEEDINGS OF THI DAY

Day and Date wednesdayand 23.04.2025

MA N0. 218l2025 in CR/3808/2021 Case

titled as SAURABH SHARMA AND
PMTIMA HANS VS COSN1OS INFRA
ENGINEERING INDIA PVT LTD

SAURABH SHARMA AND PMTIMA HANS

Represented through

COSMOS INFRA ENGINEERTNC INDIA PV'T

LTD

Respondent Represented

Last date of hearing ___
Proceeding Recorded by

Proceedings

The above mentioned matter was heard and disposed ol vide order dated

10.05.2023. ln the order dated 10.05.2023, the Authority had directed the

respondent i.e., M/s. Cosmos Infra Engineerins (lndial P!t. Ltd. to reiund the

amount of Rs. 58,10,382/- alongwith interesL

Ajoint applicat,on has been filed by the respondent'promoter under Section
37 ,nd 39 ol the Act. 2016 lor rectiflcation in the order dated 10.05 2023

staringthat duringthe pendency ofthe complaint, on 25.01.2022, the allottees
ofthe project "Cosmos Exprus 99" filed an application under Section 7 Ofthe
IBC 2016 (IRc) beartng no. 462 (PB)/2022 dtled as "Girish Luthm atd ors.
versus Cosmos tnlm Ensineenng qndia) privoe Linired' before the NCI.T,

Delhi against the respondent. That consequent to the orders passed bv the

NCLT, the respondent placed tlvo comprehensive proposal cum plans with
respect to the projecfs completion and handover of the units with the

timelines. Both the proposals were put before the alloitees to vote in the

meetings convened on 29.70.2023 and 31.10.2023 . Plan_A received the

majority of the votes ofthe allottees totaling 7848 0/0 and vide order dated

2 3.01.2024, N CLT gave its assent to the said Plan'A As Plan_A was a pp roved

Ms. Shivani Tandon Advocate 
--

Application u/s 39 ofthe Act

Naresh Kumariand HR Mehta

*HARERA
dP- aIRUGRAN/

HATYANA REAL ESTAIE IEGUTATORY AUIHOIITY

ERqr"n a-litr{r f4ftqr{tr clfurtq. ttqrq

Mu!d({dj@2



{THARERA
$- eunrrcnnl,r

File be consigned to the reg,stry.

HAIYANA REAT ESTAIE IEGIJTAIORY AUTHORIIY

Thatthe complainantapproached the respondentand shown interest in taking
possession of the unit and ro forego, waive nor ro exercis€ the order dated
10.05.2023 passed by the Authority. The complainants and rhe respondent
have settled the maner between themselves and signed a Settlemenr
Agreementdated 28.02.2025. The respondentvia rhe presenr application has
sought following rel,ef(s) r
(i) Revive the complaint to pass the appropriate orders.
(ii) Take on record rhe Settlemenr Agreement dated 28.02.2025.
(iiil Record the comprom,se between the parties as per th€ Settlemenr

Agreementdated 28.02.2025 and dispose ofthe present matter in terms
olSettlement Agreement.

[iv] Recall all the coercive orders asainstthe r€spondentas perord€rdared
10.05.2023.

The parties have jolntly submitted an application underSecrion,3T and 39 of
the Act, Z016lor recall ofthe order dated 10.05.2023 on the ground that the
maiter has been settled between the parties in terms of a Settlement
Agreement dated 04.03.2025 with reference to the approved ptan-A and
orders passed by the Ld. NCLT in CP (18) No.462 (PB)/2022.

The Authority obseryes that there is no provision ro recall/revive an order
passed by the Authority underSe.tion 37139 oftheAc! 2016. Howeve., as rhe
parties have amicably resolved their differences and have come to an
agreement, no further cause would Iie for execlnon ofthe orders passed by
the Authority in this regard. In all fairness and with a vi€w to end further
unnecessary litigation in the matter, the contention ofthe parties submitted
vide joint application dated 13.03.2025 is taken on record w,th the
observation that turther proceedinSs with respect to execution ol the said
orderdated 10.05.2023 would.ease-
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