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BEFORE THE

M3M India Pr
Registered O

SB/C/5L/office
Sector 67, Guru
Cogent Realtors
Registered
Shopping A
Gurugram - 122

1. Mrs. Sangeeta V
R/o EG-54, Ind
New Delhi - 11

CORAM:
Shri Samir Kumar
Shri Subhash Chander

APPEARANCE
Ms. Shriya Takkar and
Anand
Shri Manoj Kumar

1. A complaint da

the Real Estate (R

with rule 28 of

1.

YANA REAI ESTATE
AU ORITY, GURUGRAM

Complaint no.
First date of hearing
Date of decision

Limited
: Unit no.

)08, M3M Urbana,
am-1221,02.
rivate Limited
: LGF, F-22, Sushant
Sushant Lok, Phase-1,
2,Haryana, India.

Versus

rma,
ri,

12.

ush

s. Unnati

ORDER

18.03.2019 was filed u

lation and Development

Haryana Real Estate ( lation and

Complaint 1153 of2019

ULATORY

1153 of20l9
28.08.2019
28.08.20t9

mplainants

pondent

Member
Member

Advocates rrrplainants

Advocate fo ndent

section 3L of

,201.6 read



ffi
d#"

2.

3.7

}'{AR

GUR

JAI]ER&
}URUGRAM

Development) Rul

Private Limited an

the allottee Mrs. Sa

apartment buyer'l

apartment no. MW

1,943 sq. ft. in the

respondents for nc

non-payment of d

violation of sectior

Since, the apartme

26.09.2013 i.e. pri

therefore, the p

retrospectively. Ht

present complaint

statutory obligatio

34(0 of the Real

201,6.

The particulars of I

L1III,*115,3{r01i_l

es,201.7 by the complainanlls M3M India

d Cogent Realtors Private Lirnited, against

ngeeta Verma, on account of violation of the

agreement executed on Zr::"i.09.201,3 for

TW-801/0301, admeasuring super area of

project "M3M Woodshire" in favour of the

t taking possession of the saiC unit and for

re instalments by the allotte:e which is in

L9 of the Act ibid.

rt buyer's agreement has been executed on

or to the commencement of the Act ibid,

enal proceedings cannot be initiated

nce, the authority has deciderd to treat the

as an application for non-compliance of

n on part of the allottee in terms of section

lstate [Regulation and Devellopment) Act,

e complaint case are as under: -

1. Name and lo :ation of the project 'M3M Woodshire",
Sector-LiJ7, Gurugram

2. Nature of thr proiect Group hr:lusing colony
3. Proiect area 1.B.BB12ll acres
4. Current statr s of project Occupati on certi ficate

received on20.04.20t7
(Page r.1L7 of
complaint)

5. Offer of poss )sslon 28.04.2077 (tt9 of
comnlaintJ

Page2 of 18
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4.

\RERA
RUGRAM I C"-rlr,r, -,l, 1153 .f ,0{, I

6. RERA resist ation status Not registered
7. DTCP licenst no. 33 of 20 "12 dated

t2.04.20tL2
B. Unit no. MW TW 801/0301, l.a

floor, torryer B1

9. Unit area 1,943 sq. ft.
10. Date of exe

buyer's agre
:ution of apartment
lment

26.09.2A13

11. Payment pla Construction linked plar
L2. Total sale co

statement of
72L of the cc

rsideration (as per
account, page no.
mplaintl,

Rs. 1,18,()6,7351-

13. Total amour
per statemer
invoice, pagr
complaintl

: paid by allottee fas
t of account-cum-
no.127 of the

Rs. 1,10,i37,729 /-

t4. Due date of r

possession a

apartment b

within 36 m
of commenc
constructior
the date of li
cement conc

the tower i.e

date of execr

i.e.26.09.20
plus 180 dar

lelivery of
s per clause 16.7 of
ryer's agreement:
rnths from the date
lment of
which shall mean
ying of the first plain
rete/mud mat slab of
18.05.20L3 or the

rtion of agreement
[.3 whichever is later
s srace period')

26.8.?qL7
(Note: -The due of
possession has been

calculated from the

date of execution of
agreerJrent i.e.

26.0e.PqB)

15. Delay in han
till date of o

ling over possession
[er of possession

L month 2 days

16. Penalty as p

said apartm
agreement

r clause 16.6 of the
nt buyer's

Rs.10/- per sq. ft. per
month cralculated on the
super area for every
month of delay

Details provided

record available i

the complainants

agreement dated

bove have been checked on the basis of

the case file which has been provided by

rnd the respondent. An apartment buyer's

,6.09.2013 is available on record. As per

.,. 
-*-*-**'l 
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clause 16.L of the

handed over to th

was offered to t

respondent-allott

unit upon notice

outstanding dues

respondent allot

Act ibid.

5. Taking cognizanc

notice to the re

case came up for h

respondent on 14.

FACTS OF THE

The complainants

the absolute owne

revenue estate of

Manesar Urban

license no. 33

DGTCP/DTCP u

Development and

rules made thereu

and development

planned and phas

process has obtai

sanctions, permi

6.

Complaint Nr:r. 1153 of 2019

raid agreement, the possessjion was to be

respondents on 26.03.201,7 and the same

em on 28.04.20L7. In the present case,

has failed to take possessicln of the said

offer of possession and has failed to pay

which is in violation of crrbligations of

under section 19(6), (7) and 19(10) of the

of the complaint, the autkrority issued

dents for filing reply and ap;rearance. The

ring on 28.08.2019. The reprly filed by the

5.2019 has been perused by the authority.

PLAINT

ubmitted that complainant r"to.2 herein is

of the project land, which is ri;ituated in the

illage Dharampur, Sector t(t7, Gurugram,

mplex, Haryana, India and has obtained

of 20tZ dated 12.04.201.2 from the

er the provisions of the Haryana

egulation of Urban Areas Act 1975 and the

der for using the land for thr,: construction

f the group housing colony' thereon in a

manner over a period of tilne and in this

d and shall be obtaining further necessary

ions and approvals from the concerned

I snnoeee BHuct(At 
I

I ,'r.ot *srsrlnr I
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authorities for the

Complainant no. 1

complete authori

and powers, inter

development of t

all activities and

agreements.

7. The complainan

application dated

apartment in th

consideration of

timely payment,

apartment in fav

letter dated 73.02

The complainants

buyer's agreemen'

The apartment

executed between

reminder for the

here that while e

was agreed by th

would be bound

buyer agreement

The complainant

complainant no. 1

B.

9.

as been vested by complainant no.2 with

and all appropriate and requisite rights

undertaking the coni5truction and

housing colony on the land and for

in relation thereto vride definitive

submitted that the resprondent vide

03.1.2.2012 applied for br::oking of an

project of the complairlant. In due

e commitment by the resporldent to make

the complainant developer allotted the

ur of the respondent vide the allotment

013.

ubmitted that the copies of the apartment

were sentto the respondent c;n22.03.201,3.

uyer agreement dated 26.09.201,3 was

the complainant and the respondent after a

e was issued. It is pertinernt to mention

uting the apartment buyer agreement, it

complainants and the respondent that they

the terms and conditions df ihe apartment

: illustrated therein.

submitted that as per cleruse 16.1, the

proposed to handover the porssession of the

Complaint No. 1153 of 201,9

evelopment of the group hcrusing colony.

lia, for

group

nctions

ilIo..P BHucl(AL

Page 5 of 18
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apartment within

plain cement conc

agreement, which

on estimates, and i

in stone (commitr

that the first m

apartment buye

parties on 26.09.2

also provided o

"commitment peri

The complainants

majeure. In such

entitled to com

which is to be

possession/execu

The complainan

project was aff,

beyond the cont

201.2 on the di

the mining activit

was regulated. Th

modern mineral

may be had to t

Haryana, (2072)

10.

11.

substantial time i

Page 6 of 18

Complaint Nr:r. 1153 of 2079

6 months from the date of lay'ing of the first

e/mud slab of the tower or the date of this

r is later is only a proposecil period based

not a period which is absolute, fixed or cast

ent period). It is pertinent to mention here

slab was laid on 18.05.21013 and the

' agreement was executed between the

13, Further, a grace period rrf 1-80 days is

er and above the proposed/estimated
,t

submitted that the delay wars due

case, allottees according to clause

nsation at Rs.10/- per sq. I't. per

to force

16.6 are

month,

over ofjusted at the time of harrrding

n of conveyance deed.

submitted that the construction of the

on account of unforeseen uircumstances

of the complainant developr,lr. In the year,

ions of the Hon'ble Supreme (lourt of India,

of minor minerals (which iincludes sand)

Hon'ble Supreme Court directed framing of

ncession rules. Reference iin this regard

judgment of "Deepak Kumar v. State of

SCC 629". The competent authorities took

framing the rules and in tlfe process the

SANDEEP BHUCKAL

TEGAL As$STANI
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availability of buil

important raw m

became scarce. F

other force majeu

availability of raw

Punjab & Harya

thereby regulating

of the constructio

authorities in N

conditions, restri

state that the Nati

to Punjab and

including in 0.A

02.11,.2015 minin

contracts by the

river bed. These o

Similar orders sta

by the Hon'ble Hi

Punjab and Uttar

activity not only

also raised the p

almost 2 years

aforesaid continu

materials were

Complaint No. 1153 of 201.9

ing materials including sand which was an

rial for development of thtl said project

rther, developer was faced with certain

events including but not lir:nited to non-

material due to various orders of Hon'ble

High Court and National Green Tribunal

e mining activities, brick kilns, regulation

and development activities hy the judicial

R on account of the environmental

ns on usage of water, etc. It is pertinent to

nal Green Tribunal in several cases related

aryana had stayed mining operations

o. 17t/2013, wherein vider order dated

activities by the newly alllotted mining

te of Haryana was stayed on the Yamuna

rs inter-alia continued till the year 201,8.

ing the mining operations were also passed

Court and the National Gre,:n Tribunal in

Pradesh as well. The stopping of mining

ade procurement of materfi]l difficult but

ces of sand/gravel expon[]tiattV. It was

at the scarcity as detailfd in the para

despite which all efforts w'ere made and

rocured at 3-4 times the rate and the

SANDEEP BHUCKAL

TIGAL A53I9TAN'
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construction conti

the increased pri

Complainants su

circumstances, th

construction of

imposing any

circumstances on

construction of th

agreement an ap

certificate was ap

tower in which th

authorities and th

on 20.04.2017 i.e.

of the competent

in considering th

apartment, since

the apartment wa

state that the occu

where the apa

inspections by the

that the constru

accordance with t

was in a habitable

13. The complainan

1,2,

company vide let

Page 8 of 18

Complaint No. 1153 of 201.9

Lued. However, it is pertinenL to state that

was never passed on to the customers.

itted that despite the af$rementioned

complainant develope, .Jrnpt.tua the

e project diligently and tirnely, without

t implications of the af$rementioned

the allottees. Upon completion of the

apartment in terms of the apz,r.rtment buyer

lication for the receipt of the orscupation

lied for on 12.09.2016 with respect to the

apartment is situated with the statutory

same was granted by the aurthorities only

fter a period of almost 7 months. This delay

thorities in giving OC cannot be attributed

delay in delivering the possession of the

n the day the complainant allplied for OC,

complete in all respect. It i:; pertinent to

tion certificate with respecl to the tower

ent is situated was only l3ranted after

relevant authorities and after ascertaining

tion was completed in alll respect in

e approved plans and that the apartment

Lnd liveable condition.

submitted that the complainant no. 1

r dated 28.04.2017 offered tfre possession

SANDEEP BHUCKAT

IEGAI A591sIANI
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of the said apa

respondents to ta

clearing the outs

buyer's agreemen

The complainan

intentionally brea

just cause and wi

contractual obliga

The complainan

taking the poss

outstanding dues

15.06.201.7. Sin

respondent neith

possession of the

the complainant

dated 29.09.201.7

continued to defa

developer was co

dated 08.02.201

1,5.02.2019. How

the outstanding d

The complainan

construction an

segments / consti

15.

t6.

colony of which

Page 9 of 18

Complaint No. 1153 of 201,9

t to the respondents and r"equested the

e possession of the said ap;artment after

nding dues in terms of thu' apartment

r submitted that the respondents

ed the terms of the agreemerit without any

malafide intentions to wrigglle orut of their

ons.

submitted that the responrJent was not

ion of the apartment after clearing the

the complainant sent reminder 1 dated

even after issuance of rerninder 1 the

r approached the complainant to take the

partment nor cleared the outstanding dues,

forced to send pre-cancr,:llation notice

:o the respondent. The responid€nt however

It in making payments and the complainant

pelled to issue a last and finral opportunity

and a demand for holding charges dated

er, the respondent has till di,,rte not cleared

es and taken possession.

submitted that it has cpmRleted the

development of the va[ifus blocks /
ents / parts / phases of the [roup housing

upation certificate[s) have: been granted

@
I , roo. orr,tto*t I
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and more particu

tower in which

situated.

The complainants

defined under the

Hon'ble High Co

Neelkamal Real

of India wherein

balance between t

Considering the a

the obligation cas

are entitled to see

The complainants

complaint or suit

ISSUES TO BE DE

1,9. The complainants

1. Whether the

and conditio

2. Whether the

under sectio

Estate (Regu

Whether the

to take the p

period of tw

certificate fot

17.

18.

3.

Complaint No. 1153 of 20L9

rly 'M3M Woodhsire' and lncluding the

apartment of the responde:nt-allottee is

fall under the definition of promoter as

id Act. The complainants cited case of the

rt of Bombay in the matter titled as

rs Suburban Pvt. Ltd. and Anr. vs. Union

it has already held that REtIA strikes the

e promoter and allottees.

ove facts, the respondent has defaulted in

ed upon them and thus, the complainants

the remedy as provided under the said Act.

ubmitted that they have not liled any other

similar nature in any court r::f law.

DED:

ave raised the following issues:

espondent-allottee has violated the terms

s of apartment buyer's agreement?

respondent-allottee has violated his duty

Real19(6) read with section tP(Zl of the

tion and Development) Ac{, lOtOt
pondents-allottee has viol;',tted their duty

ysical possession of the apartment within a

months of the issuance of tthe occupancy

the said building, apartment under section

@
I t'toot osslsrANl--J
I

Page 10 of 18
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19[10) of the

Act,20t6?

Whether the

as per the te

agreement?

5.

6.

Whether the

charges to th

Whether the

hon'ble auth

allotted apa

same with d

fair play?

RELIEFS SOUGHT

20. The complainants

Direct the

apartment

occupied a

by the re
outstanding

ii.

iii.

Direct the

and delayed i

The respond

per the term

agreement.

4.

i.

Complaint No. 1153 of 20L9

eal Estate [Regulation and Development)

pondent is liable to pay holding charges

s and conditions of the aparll:ment buyer's

pondent is liable to pay maintenance

maintenance agency?

espondent is liable to be directed by this

rity to forthwith take possrilssion of the

ent after clearing all dues pending qua the

ayed interest in the interest of justice and

re seeking the following relit,rfs:

ndent to take the possession of the said

ich is ready and in the state of being

the completion of the requisirte formalities

ndents including paymentt of all the

CS,

ndent to pay the balance consideration

terest as per section 19 of thre Act ibid.

t also be directed to pay holding charges as

and conditions of the apartment buyer's

Page 11 of 18
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The respond

maintenance

REPLY ON BEHA

22. The respondent s

maintainable in I

complaint is not

The complainants

interest and com

apartment. It is

pertaining to com

the adjudicating

(Regulation and D

to as 'the Act" for;

Estate IRegulati

[hereinafter refe

authority. The p

this ground alone.

23. The respondent

locus-standi or ca

The present comp

of the provision

understanding of

buyer's agreeme

made in the follo

Page 12 of 18

Complaint Nr:r. 1153 of 20L9

t also be directed to pay th,r,: outstanding

ues of the maintenance agency.

OF RESPONDENT

bmitted that the present cor:nplaint is not

or on facts. It is submitted that the present

aintainable before this hon'lble authority.

have filed the present complaint seeking

nsation for not taking possession of the

respectfully submitted that complaints

nsation and interest are to [:e decided by

icer under section 71, of the Real Estate

velopment) Act, 201.6 (hereinrafter referred

ort) read with rule 29 of the Haryana Real

n and Development) Rules, 2017,

to as 'the rules"J and not by this hon'ble

nt complaint is liable to be dismissed on

bmitted that the complainants have no

se of action to file ttre nre[$nt complaint.

int is based on an erroneouI 
f 
nterpretation

of the Act as well ,J an incorrect

he terms and conditions of the apartment

:, as shall evident from tlr! submissions

ng paragraphs of the preseir! reply.

I snNorrP BHuct(AL 
I

I ,'.oo., o"'"ot"t I
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I
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I

The respondent 
Jubmitted 

that without prejiudice to the

aforesaid and the 
lights 

of the respondent, it is submitted that

the respondent hfd not received the possess;ion from the

complainant withif time. The reasons for delay, submitted in

the complain, ,l force majeure conditions, unforeseen

circumstances, coJrt's orders etc. were false arrd mislead, as

submitted in the flllowinS paragraph of reply.

The respondent 
lsubmitted 

that the compr,laint is not

maintainable or 
ltenable 

under the eyes ol' law as the

complainants hav{ not approached to this hon'ble authority

with unclean frrr]a, and has not disclosed the true and

material facts r$lated to this case of complaint. The

complainants thut have approached the hon'ble authorily

with unclean hanfs and has suppressed and r:oncealed the

material facts andlRroceedings which have direct bearing on

the very maintainfUifitl of purported complairrt and if there

had been discloserlof these material facts and pnlceedings, the

question of entertlining the present complaint ra,rould have not

arising in view o{ ttre case law titled as S.P. r3halgalvaraya

Naidu vs. fagan ftf affr reported in 1.994 (l) SCC pi:Ige ]. in which

the Hon'ble Apex 
f 
ourt opined that non-disclos;er of material

facts and documlnts amounts to a fraud on not only the

opposite party, 
1r, 

also upon the hon'ble i'ruthority and

subsequently the 
I 
same view was taken by evelt Hon'ble

National Commis{on in case titled as Tata Motors vs. Baba

I Page 13 oF 18

I

| . ll ii-f:.? r . ' :1, n., '. 
i

I Lrcr\' 'rs::s''lNi Il*
I
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26.

27.

28.

Huzoor Maharaj

25.09.2013.

The relief claimed

jurisdiction of this

is liable to be dis

The project'M3M

out in planned a

offering the pos

completing the

connections, taps,

of air conditioners

The apartment bu

the favour of th
bookings, allot

completion etc. h

April 2077, ins

years. The compe

the complainanL

The respondent

documents, if r
deciding the prese

The demands o

maintenance cha

the apartment wa

possession.

29.

30.

Complaint Nr:. 1153 of 201.9

ring RP NO. 2562 of 2012 decided on

n the complaint is beyond thr:: purview and

onourable authority. Hence the complaint

ssed.

oodshire" was not developcr,d and carried

d phased manner. The total period for

ion is more than five [5) )rears without

roject with basic amenitiri:s i.e. water

ectric connections, switches, external unit

lifts, swimming pool, club etc.

er agreement is one sided and skewed in

complainant/developer. The stages of

t, agreement, construction, possession,

been stretched to 5 years i.e, April2012 to

of the agreed commitmenll: pelriod of 3

sation for delay is not granterl/adjusted by

erves its right to file additional reply and

uired, assisting the hon'ble authority in

t complaint at the later stager.

holding charges, preferential charges,

es, interest etc. are false ancl frivolous, as

not completed as on the dr,lte of offer of

SANDEEP BHUCKAT

LEOAL ASSISIANI

Page 14 of 18
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31. The respondent il not a chronic defaulter, bercause all the
I

demands were 
JreadV 

paid. The last payment in the

construction linkef nlan was not made for many reasons i.e.

non-completion of Rrolect/apartment, of compensation for

delay, deletion of 
lreferential 

location charges etc.

DETERMINATION OF ISS| ES:

After considering lthe facts submitted by the ,r:omplainants,

reply by the ..rporf d.nt and perusal of record on file, the issue
I

wise findings of thf authority are as under-

I

32. With respect to firft, second, third and sixth isrsue raised by

the complainant, 
I 
the authority has observed that the

complainants havj already received the occupar:lcy certificate

of the tower A1 wl]ere the respondent's allotted unit is located

in the project on 
IZO.O+.201,7 

and offered poss;ession of the

booked unit to tht resRondent vide letter date,d 28.04.2017.

However, the resiondent allottee has failed to make balance

payment of the tofal agreed sale consideration and complete

other formalities 
{ecessary 

for execution of conveyance deed

of the apartment.l Therefore, the respondent ;rllottees have

failed to perform 
fts 

obligation under section :[9 (6) [7) and

(10) of the Act. 
I

I

33. With respect to 
lfourth 

and fifth issues raised by the

complainants, it islevident from perusal of records that as per

clause 1,6.2 of rhe 
laid 

agreement, the allottee shiall pay holding

II - -^*-r-#;;u;**-l Page 15 or 18

| :Ar\DEEP BHUCx^t- 
I
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charges @ Rs. 10

apartment on a

stipulated time pe

However, as the p

on delay paymen

annum, so he cann

allowed to get u,

principles of natu

FINDINGS OF THE AU

The authority

complaint in re

promoter as held

Ltd.leaving aside

adjudicating offi

stage. As per

14.12.2017 issu

Planning, the jur

Gurugram shall

case, the project

area of Gurugra

complete territo

complaint.

By virtue of claus

dated 26.09.2013

34.

35.

Complaint Nt,l. 1153 of 201,9

r sq. ft. per month of the super area of the

unt of failure in taking possession within

od of 60 days from notice ,of possession.

moter/ complainant is levyirrg the interest

at the prescribed rate of' 10.45o/o per

t levy the holding charges. No party can be

ustifiable riches as it will Lre against the

I justice.

HORITY:

s complete jurisdiction to decide the

n Simmi Sikka V/s M/s EMA.,AR MGF Land

mpensation which is to be clecided by the

, if pursued by the complainants at a later

otification no. 1. /92 /201.7' -lTCP dated

by Department of Town and Country

iction of Real Estate Regulatory ,Authorily,

entire Gurugram District. ln the present

question is situated withirr ther planning

District, therefore this 
futhoritf 

has

I jurisdiction to deal wit$ the present

1,6.1 of the apartment buyetr's agreement

br unit no. MW-TW-B01, /0301, tower 81, in

d to non-compliance of obli6;ations by the

I sanoreP BHucl(AL I

I *uoto"t"o*' I
I
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36.

project M3M W

was to be handed

months from the d

grace period w

complainants ha

20.04.2017 and h

complainant on 2

for delayed poss

interest i.e. 10.4

as per the provisi

DIRECTIONS OF

After taking into

by both the parti

it under section

Development) A

directions:

i. The respond

at the p
w.e.f. 26.03.2

section 1B(1

The complai
any, after adj

period of pos

The promo

respondent
agreement.

ii.

iii.

Complaint Nr,l. 1153 of 2019

shire, Sector 107, Gurugram, possession

ver to the respondent within lr period of 36

te of execution of agreement plus 6 months

ch comes out to be 25.03.2017. The

received occupation certificate on

s offered the possession of the unit to the

04.20L7.As such the respondent is entitled

,ssion, c-harges at the prescribed rate of

r annum w.e.f. 26.03.2017 till 28.04.201,7

ns of section 1B[1) of the Act ibid.

E AUTHORITY:

nsideration all the material facts adduced

, the authority exercising po\Mers vested in

37 of the Real Estate (Regulation and

201.6 hereby issues the following

t is entitled for delayed possession charges

bed rate of interest i.e. 10.ai.5{per annum

17 till 28.04.2077 as per ther provisions of
of the Act ibid.
ant is directed to pay outstetnding dues, if

tment of interest awarded f',or the delayed

ession.

r shall not charge anything from the

not a part of the ap;rrtment buyerich is
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Interest on d
charged at th
the promoter
respondent i

V. Arrears of in
respondent
The complai
respects to
possession.

The respond

the offered u
date of issua

The complai
the respond

37.

38.

The order is pronr

Since the project is

Real Estate (Re

violation of section

show cause as to

Haryana Real Es

Dated: 28.08.201,9

iv.

vi.

vii.

viii.

may not be impos

needful.

39. Case file be consig

rsr-ikumar)
Member

e payments from the respo
prescribed rate of interest
'hich is the same as is being

case of delayed possession.

t accrued so far shall
thin 90 days from the date o

ts are directed to compl
ble the respondent to

rt is directed to take over the

it within a period of one m
e of this order.
nts shall not charge holdin

of registered, notice under

tion and Development)

[1) of the Act be issued to

a penalty of 700/o of the

. Registration branch is di

to the registry.

te Regulatory Authority, G

Complaint 1153 of2019

dent shall be

e. 1,0.450/o by
nted to the

paid to the
this order.
the unit in all
ke over the

possession of
nth from the

charges from

tion 59 of the

20L6, for

spondent to

I project cost

to do the

(Subhash r Kush)

SANDEEP BHUCI(AL

LEGAL ASSISTANI
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