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Facts

» These are two appeal executions filed by Raheja
Developers Limited, Navin Raheja, and Ajay Singh Chohan



(Appellants) against orders dated 26/07/2023 passed in
two consumer complaint cases by the State Commission
Chandigarh.

- The complaints were filed by Manjit Kaur Meije and
Balraj Singh Mijie (Respondents) against the Appellants
regarding some consumer dispute.

=0n 21/09/2023, the National Commission had passed an
order directing the Appellants to comply with something,
which they failed to do.

- Instead of complying with the order, the Appellants
deposited certain amounts with ICICI Bank and took the
plea that the Commission’s order has been complied with.

Court’s Elaborate Opinions

- The Commission held that the Appellants’ actions are
contrary to the directions given in the order dated
21/09/2023 and the undertaking given by them earlier.

- It observed that the order has not been complied with by
the Appellants.

= The Commission dismissed both the appeal executions due
to non-compliance of its previous order by the
Appellants.

Sections and Referred Laws

- The appeals are filed under the Consumer Protection Act
1986.

= No specific sections or laws have been referred to in
the order.

- The Respondents have been allowed to pursue their
remedies against the Appellants before the executing
court/forum.



Download Court Copy
https://dreamlaw.in/wp-content/uploads/2023/12/task-6-nitish
u.pdf

Full text of Judgement :

Order dated 21.09.2023 has not been complied with. The
Appellant has instead deposited, as per his submission today,
the amounts with the ICICI Bank and is now taking the plea
that the order of this Commission has been complied with. This
is absolutely contrary to the direction of this Commission and
the undertaking given by the Appellant on the previous date of
hearing.

The Appeal Executions are, therefore, dismissed.

The Respondents are at liberty to pursue their remedies before
the executing court.

—END-
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