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I Date of decision _: | 15_,!)7291L
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2.
Sh. Raj Kumar Meht
Smt. Anu Mehta W,
Both R/O: House n

S/o Sh. Dina Nath Mehta
Sh. Raj Kumar Mehta
59, PLA, Sector-15, Hisar

0

I

Complainants

Versus

M/s Aaliyah Real Es

Regd. office: Plot
New Delhi - 110025

:ates Prir,
No.-5, D

'ate Limited
istrict Center ]asola,

Respondent.

CORAM:

Dr. KK Khandelwal Chairman

Shri Vijay Kumar Goyal Member

APPEARANCE:

Sh. Sukhbir Yadav (Adv cate) Connplainants

Sh. Somesh Arora (Advt te) ftespondent

Ttre present complaint t

Section 31 of the Real E

short, the Act) read with

Development) Rules, 2(

11(4)(a) of the Act whr

shall be responsible for i

the provision of the Act r

the zrllottee as per the ag

as been I

state (Re

rule 29 o

17 [in s

rein it is

rll obligal

rr the rul,

reement

ORDER

tiled by the complainants/atrlottees unde

gulation and Development) t\'ct,2C)16 (it

,f the Haryana Real Estate (Rerg;ulation anLr

hort, the RulesJ for violatio,rL of :;ectiot

i inter alia prescribed that the prclmote

:ions, responsibilities and functions unde

es and regulations made there undelr or t,

for sale executed inter se.
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A.

2.

ffiHARERA
ffi- GinllGRAM
Unit and project relate

The particulars of the pr

paid by the complainan

and delay period, if any,

ldetailr

lject, thr

s, date r

ave bee

details of sal

. proposed t

detailed in t

c","pr**t *l_:_il\

le consideration, the amount

randing over the possession

he following tabular form:

S. N. Particulars Details

1.. Name of the project "Baani City C )ntre"

2. Project location Sector 63, Vi
Haryana

age Maidawas, Gurugram,

3. Nature of the projec Comtnercial omplex

4. DTCP license r
validity status

l. and B0 of2010 d ted 15.L0.201.0

Valid up to 1 .10.2023

5. Name of licensee M/s Aaliyah
Holder vide <

teal Estate Pvt. Ltd,. (BIF'

rder dated 04.01.21016)

6. REIIA registration d :tails Applied on 2 1.01.2022

7. Allotment letter 01.01.2013

[As per anl
complaintl

exure P-3, page no. 1ZS o1'

B. Unit details

S.no. Unit no. Area Doc rmentary proof

a. 4L0, 4th floo t22t sq. ft" As
01.(
cor

per allotment letter dated
7.2013 at page no. ',ZS ol'
plaint

b. 304, 3.d floc 796 q.ft. Ast
pag

er letter dated 27,01.2(114 al.

: no.29 of complaint

9. Date of apartmen
buyer agreement

buyer's 01..1.2.2014

[As prer page 35 of complaintl

10. Possession clause 2, Possessio

2.7 The intr

I

'nding seller, ba:;e'd up'on rfr;

Page 2 of I6



ffiHARERA
*e* G|JRuennnir fyr:a::"'"y-l

present plans qnd e'stimates, ancl subject to
qll exceptions, proposes tct hqndover
possession of the cctmmercial s,poce w'ithin
a period of forty-two (42) months from
the date of approval of building plans ol'
the commercial complex or tlhe date of
execution of this sgreement,, whichever
is later ("commitment periocl"). Should
the possession of the commerciql unit not
be given within the commitmen't period due
to any reeson (exc,zpt delays mentioned in
clause 9 below), the intendin,g purchaser
qgrees to qn extension of one hundred
and eighty (780) days ("grace period")
after expiry of the commitntent period
fo;r handing over the possession of the
commercial unit.

lprge no. 4]. of conrplaint]

24.01.201:l

[As per page no. 66 of the repl'g]

11,. Date of building pla

12. Date of revised buil ing plan 03.02.201.6

[page no. 72 of the
replyl

19.02.21)',20

[page no. 82 of the
replyl

13. Due date ofpossess on 01..t2.20L8

[Calculated from date of buYer's
agreLrment i.e. 01.12.20L4, beinlg later.l

Grace period of 780 days is allowedl,.

1,4. Total sale considerz [ion Rs.76,23,400 (BSP)

Rs. 9 4,26,541.33 / - [TSC)

[As per statement of account datecl

05.02.2021 at page no.24 of rr:PlYl

15. Amount paid
complainants

)y the Rs.30,91,t03/'

[As per statement of account datecl

05.02.2021 at page no.24 of r,:PlYl

1.6. Request for withd
complainant

awal by 30.0 3.2018

[As alleeed by the complainant on patge 0[l

Page 3 of t6



B.

3.

4.

ffiHARERJ,,
#-eunuennHl

Compf aint No.47'2,1 of 2C120

of CRA thal
possession
complainant
respondent a

subject unit]

: after issue ol' notice of
dated 30.03.:1018, the
visited the oflir:e ol' the

nd asked for canc:ellation of

77. Cancellation notice 13.02.2019

[As per ann
complaint]

exure P10, page no. 64 of

18. Part occupation cerl ficate 16.01.2018

[As per page no.77 of replyl

t9. Notice for possessio r dated

[As per page

30.03.2018

60 of complaintl10.

Facts of the complaint:

That in the month of Oct

recelved a marketing c;

Mehta [Mobile No. B52i

as an authorized agent o

in ttre commercial projr

Gurugram. The respond

Lifestyle at, Golf Course

project launch of the yt

gave a pre-printed apt

possession of the apartn

d:rte of booking.

That being impressed

complainant booked a

ober 20

ll from

697474

'the resl

lct knorn

:nt repr

Extensi

:ar 201,1,

lication

ent wou

ry the

service

2 the complr

real estate

*.971,1,1,969

rndent-build

t as "Baani

sented the 
1

rn, Sector-6!

. l'he marke

brm and a

C be delivere

ojections

partment

rinant, Mr. Raj klumar Mehti

agent namely lvlr. Harinde

{3), who repres;ents krimsel

er and marketerl for b,ookirLl

City Center" at Iiector - 63

rroject "Experience Elevatert

, Gurgaon" as etn "Avrardert

ting staff of the responden

brochure and ;assured thra

d within 42 months frrcm thr

e by the respondent, th

16.t0.201,2 and paid Rr

Page 4 of 1
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elf

rrg

;3,

eld

erd

: t-tt

tlat

.tre

rhe
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Complaint No.47',l.tl of 2Ct20

ount. The respondent allotted a unit lcearing No.

ft.at the rate of Rs. 9400 /^ per sq ft. inf 1224 sq.

respondent issued a letter of allotment of service

approx. super area of L224 sq. ft. in the project.

1..201.3 & 31.05.2013, the complainernts paid lls.

/- and R 2,30,844/- to the respondent. Further, on

:f the complainants, the respondent changed the

tted unit to new unit No. 304 with a sutper area of

0.03.2014, the complainants issued cheques; of Rs.

30,000/- & Rs. 4,18,879/-respecti'rr:ly t.o tlre

a long lollow-up, on 01.1,2.2014, a p,re-printed,,

arbitrary ex-facie commercial space Lruyer's

called the "BBA") was executed betvvr:en parties.

ethora c,f clauses and according to c:lause Ittro. 2.1,

lroposecl to offer the possession of the unit within

rm the date of approval of the building plan:; of'the

:he date of execution of this agreement, whichevr:r

: Period'') and further entitled to a grilce period of

nt to rnention that the execution of' the buyr:r

ely within the domain of the respondent-builderr,

such aglreement were arbitrary and one-sided.

Pager 5 of 16

booking a

super area

5.

ffi,HARER,"
ffi* eunuennrvr
7,00,000/- as

4.10 having a

the project.

That on 01.01.2013, th

apartment-No 410 havi

'l'hat on 12.01.2013, 28

4,30,820/-, Rs. 1,0,10,52

27 .0L.201,4, on request

original booked and all

796 sq. ft.

6. That on 03.03.201,4 &

1.,70,000f- and Rs.7

respondent. That after

unilzrteral, one-sided,

agreernent [hereinafter

This agreement has a

the builder-respondent

a period of 42 months fr

commercial complex or

was later ["Commitmen

180 days. It is pertin

agreement was comple

and the terms of the



Complaint No.4V',ltt of 2Ct20ffil*HI; : ffi,,,"rzceotffi GUIIUGIlAM _.',, 
.U'"']

Therefore, the due date Qf possession has to be computed frorn the date of

approval of building plans. The building plans were approvr:d on

05.01.20 \2, so the due dfite of possession was 05.01.2016 along with a ].80

days grace period. It is pertinent to mention here that the brcokirrg wets

made on 16.10 .201,2 and till the date of execution of buyer's agrr3ement, the

complainants have paid Rs. 30,91 ,1,03 /-.

Thereafter, the builder put one-sided and arbitrary buyer's ?greelxellt

before the complainants and under the compelling circumstancr:s, they had

to sign the agreement. Tfe complainants approached several banks to avail

the loan on the said lervice apartment, but the said project of tLre

respondent was not appfoved by them. It is pertinent to mention here thiat

at the time of receiving fhe booking amount for the unit, the office brearers

of the respondent assurpd them that said project will be finan,:eable from

leading Banks. Howevef, when the respondent failed to gett the project

approved by leading llarfrks, it endorsed on the statement of ac,count dated

30.01,2015 that "4Oo/o $ayment complete. For installment becomirng due

afterward (400/o of BSPI if you go for bank loan funding, then no interest

was to be charged on s]ubsequent installments [post 40o/o of 13SP) till the

timer IKON tower Cify Center Bank loan gets approved, as a special

ccrnsideration". The conlplainanl-s have paid an amount of Rs. 30,9:L,l03l'

i.e. 41.310/o of B.S.p. till 02.04.20j,4.

That the complainants visited several times the office of th,e respondent

and made phone calls fsking for the status of the project anrl approval of

Page 6 of L6
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9.

HARER&
ffi, GURUGI?AM

the project from the ban

reasonable demand of

occupation certificate o

possession and asked

mention here that the

asked for unjustified de

That on receipt of abo

visited the office of the

fsurrender of the unit)

did not pay heed to the

0n 13.02.201,9, the

complainants and me

consideration, being t

above-mentioned allot

Thal. it is pertinent to

commercial space buye

price and PLC. There is

That the complainant

31.A5.2020 and till 201

b,g leading banks. There

factor and a short peri

office of the responden

auttrority, but it shunte

10.

L1.

said n

ponde

d refun

just and

sponde

tioned

"earne

tishe

mentio

I s agre€)

o P[,C

Mr. Raj

,thep

er, the

d of bal

and as

out the from their office.

PageT of 16

Complaint No. 47'2,1 of ZA20

But the respondent did not pay anll heed to the

he complainants. On 30.03.201.8 after obt.aining

16.01,.20L8, the respondent sent a final notice for

r payment of Rs. 93,13,843/-. It is prertinent t.o

espondent has revised the area of the unrit and

ands and an interest of Ils. 27 ,53,580 tl-.

ice of the possession, the complzrinants

t and asked for cancellation of allotment

of money as per law. But thr: respondent

reasonable demand of the complainants.

t sent a cancellation notice to the

hat "an amount of 1'5o/o of the total

money", received from thern against tire

by forfeited".

here that as per clause n0. 1.9 of the

bas;ic saleent the consideration means

inst the said unit,

Kumar Mehta retired from his job 0n

ject of the respondent was not approvr:d

banks refused to grant the loan due to alge

ce service. The complainants visited the

ed for balance money as per regulation of



1,2.

13.

C.

15.

ffiHARER*
@*., eunUGRAM

That the main grievan

ready to bear the loss o

dated 05.1,2.2018, the

after deductions of Rs. 7,

That the above said ca

"forfeiture of earnest m

2016, the complainants

as well as the constru

loan but all in vain.

14. That due to the above

conditions of the bu

unnecessarily har

of the

forfeitu

llation

ney by

on site

ttore

nt not

BBA.

Relief sought by the cor

Ttre complainants have

i. Direct the respond

interest from the d

ii. Direct the respotrd

incorporated in the

Reply by respondent:

The respondent by way

D.

f writte reply made

Page B of 16

Complaint No.4721.4, of 2020

lmplainants is that despite they being

of the earnest money as per regulation

was not releasing the balartce payment

e., 100/o of BSP,

rs done after the coming into force of the

re builder Regulations, 201,,8" ani[ since

vere visiting the office of the respclndent

ponden

8,240 /-

larly

d making rts to get satrr:tion of the

ment, the

mentall / ils well

compe them o

laina

ught fol owing reli

ol pay'

t and the unfair terms and

complainants have been

financially, therefore thre

account of the ,ro..t2161 arct

e respond

I

d the paid oney along wit.hr prescriberd

of refund.nt till

give effect unfair clausers unilarterally

lowing submisrsionsr -



Complaint No. 47 2!.4. of 2020
ffiHARER*,,IJix I complaint No.472"4 of 2020 

|

W- SUI?UGI?AM __ _ 
I

That the complainants have failed to place material facts on record and

have filed the present $omplaint with the sole intention to cause legal

injury to it. All allegatiQns made in this complaint are a fignrent of the

complainants' imaginatipn and do not hold true as the complainants

themselves defaulted or1 payment terms due to financial constraints and

are in turn holding the r(spondent accountable.

That in the present ca$e, the project began, was constructed and the

occupancy certificate w{s applied for before the coming into lorce of the

Haryana Real Estate (Regulation and Development) Rulers, 201.7 on

28.07.201,7.lt is submitdea tnat tfre present scope of the complaint is prr:-

RIIRA and that the Act a[rd jurisdiction of the authority does trot hold true

in the present compliarft and should be government by the comrnercial

space buyer agreement {s signed by both parties. The respond,e'nt had filerd

an application for occu$ation certificate on 22.05.201,7 and t.hre authorirty

did not file any objection to ttre said application in all res;prect l'or the

purpose of obtaining the occupation certificate.

That as per sub code 4.10(5J of the Building code, the occupation

cerrtificate is deemed to [rave been issued after completion of'60 da1'5 from

the date of filing the afplication (i,e, 22.05.20t7) and the I-laryana Real

Estate [Regulation and peveloprnent) Rules, becanle applicable with effect

fronr 28.07.2017. The r{spondent is not required to be registr:red rvith the

auttrority as it is not an i'ongoing project" as provided in rule.Z[1)t0) ol'tlhe

Haryana Real Estate (fegulation ancl Development) Rules, 201'7 which

Pagr: 9 of 16
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Complaint No.472L4l of 2020

lished in the official gazette after the respondent

ion certificate.

to the aforesaid issue is also sub-iudice as the

I Estatr: Appellate

datecl 28.1i1..2020

G-3271.-2020.

appeal before the Haryana Real

mber H-REAT-47 0-2020 (GRG)

to note that the said matter is also sub juclice as

been granted to the complainant on the issue of

rr non-registration of ongoing proiect underr

) of the ltreal Estate [Regulation and De'uelopment)

spondent has attended hearings on ',a0.01.2020,

vhereby the said file was merged withr anottrer file

ing. So, the respondent has already in comprliancre

eing heard by the authorities for exemrption from

also not maintainable under law ancl therr: is no

in offering the possession of unit in tr:rms of the

agreement dated 01.1.2.201-4. The compla.inants

' outstanding dues for the reasons belst known to

Lllegations against the respondent by s;tating that it

rct approved from leading banks. 'Ihe present

frivolous is liable to be dismissed. It ir; submitted

proved by ICICI Bank Limited vide ltPF file no.

lPage 1.0 of 16

that the project was a

19.

ffiHARERn
*--&* GURUGRAM

were even otherwise pu

received deemed occupa

That the matter with res

respondent has filed an

Authority vide appeal n

in complaint No. RERA-G

That it is also pertinent

personal hearings have

"show cause notice f,

provisions to section 3[

Act, 2016 where the

1,0 .0'2 .2020 , 16.03 .2020

suo moto, which is pen

and his averments are

registration.

21,. That the present case i

20.

delay by the responden

comrnercial space buye

have failed to clear thei

them and levelling false

has failed to get proj

complaint being false &



Complaint No. 47 24. of 2020

.201,6. Even though, the loan approval doesn't

respondent and

rce it intends to

it is the responsiltility ,cf the

pay. Even then, the respondent

ers by getting the project approved by leading

have placed false facts with regarrd to the

e project. The complainants have faile,C to put on

:nt has completed the entire construction of the

:upation certificate was received on 1 6.01'.2018.

documents have been filed and placercjl on record.

n disput.e. Flence, the complaint can be decided on

;puted clocuments and submission rnade by the

rity:

:nt regarding rejection of complaint ott ground of

ed. The iluthority observes that it has tr:rritorial uls

risdiction to adjudicate the present complaint for

tion

t92/2017-1TCP dated 1.4.12.2017 issur:d by Tor,r'n

Departrnent, the jurisdiction of fleal Estate

lrugram shall be entire Gurugram DIsltrict for z:rll

ated in Gurugram. In the present case, the project

within the planning area of Gurugram dlistrict.

Page 111 of 1.6

HARERE

GUI?UGl?AM

GUR/14/4880 dated 18

come under domain o

purchaser vide which

accornmodates its custo

bank.

22. That the complainants

construction status of

record that the respond

project for which part o

Copies of all the relevan

Their authenticity is not

the basis of these undi

parties.

H. )urisdiction of the auth

The plea of the respond

jurisdiction stands rej

well as subject matter j

the reasons given below

E. I Territorial iurisdi

As per notification no. 1

and Country Plannin

Regulatory Authority, G

purpose with offices si

<-6,!,r

W'
ffi

23.

24.

in question is situated



ffi,H
#".s

ARTRS,

URUGRAM

Therefore, this authori

the present complaint.

E. II Subiect matter iu

Section 11[a)[a) of the

responsible to the allo

reproduced as hereunde

Section Uft)(a)

Be responsible for all
provisions of this Act o
allottees as per the ag
case may be, till the con
cose may be, to the a
allottees or the com

Section 34-Functions

34(fl of the Act provi
promoter, the allottees
and regulations made t

So, in view of the provi

complete jurisdiction to

obligations by the pro

decided by the adjudicat

stage.

Findings on the obiecti

Objections regarding tha
of occupation certificate

The respondent-promo

the respondent is a pre

obtaining occupation

F.

F.I

diction

Act,

AS

bligati
the rules

ent for
tyance of

t authori

f the Au

to ensure
nd the
reunder.

ions of

ecide t

oter lea'

ng officer

the res
re

r has rai

EIIA pr

ertifica

e comi

25.

22.05.201.7 i.e. before t

Page 12 of 16

Complaint No.4721.4, of 2020

has complete territorial jurisdiction tr: deal with

2016 provides

pe{ agreement

that the promotrer shall be

for sale. Sectiorr 1,1,(4)[aJ is

responsibilities and functions under the
nd regulations made thereunder or to the
le, or to the association of allottee:s, as the
ll the apartments, plots or buildin,g,s, as the
the common qreas to the assoc'itttion of

,, as the case may be;

rity:

mpliance of the obligations cast upon the
estote agents under this Act and the rul'es

he Act quoted above, the authority has

complaint regarding non-complia,nce clf

ng aside compensation whrich is to be

if pursued by the complainants at a later

by the respondent:

ndent has made an application for grant
ing into force of RERA:

d the contention that the said project of

ject as the same has alread;g appltied I'or

from the competent authority on

g into force of the Haryana Real Estate



HARERE
ffi- OUI?UG|IAM

fRegulation and Develo

to section 3 of Act of 2

28.07.2017 and for whi

promoter shall make an

said project within a

commencement of this

hereunder:-

Provided that
this Act and for whi
promoter shall make
said project within
commencement of thi

26. The legislation is very cl

an "ongoing project"

completion certificate h

regards to the concern

Entitlement of the com,

Direct the respondent
interest from the date of

27. The project detailed a

colony. Vide allotment I

1.224. sq. ft. was all

subsequently changed

796 sq. ft. A buyer's a

01..1,2.201.4 and a cons

complainants towards

28. In the present case, the

the office bearers of the

G.

G.I

Complaint No.47 24 of 2020

ment) Rules, 2017 on 28.07.2017. As per proviso

L6, ongoing projects on the date of this l\ct i.e.

h completion certificate has not been issued, the

pplication to the authority for registr;ation of the

period of three months from the date of

ct and the relevant part of the Act is reproduced

that are lngoing on the date of commencernent of
the comptetion certificate has not been issued, the
application to the Authority for registration of the

a period of three months from the date of

ar in thi$ aspect that a project shall be negarded as

til receipt of completion certificater. SinLce no

yet been obtained by the promoter-builderr with

project, the plea advanced by it is rejercted.

lainant$ for refund:

refund th" paid money along withr prescribed
payment till date of refund.

e was liaunched by the respondent as; comnnercial

tter dated 01.01.201.3, unit No. 4L0 ;arlmeasurirrg

ted to the complainants but the same wi:ls

de letter dated 27.01.201.4, to 304 ;arlmeasuring

reemen.t was executed between the parties on

leration of Rs. Rs. 30,91 ,1.03/- was paid by tkre

tal basic sale price of Rs. 7 6,23,400 /-,

complainants' alleged that at the time of booking

spondqnt assured that the said project would t;e

Page 13 of 16



ffiHARERi.,
-E* GURUGRAM

29.

financeable from the I

contentions of the com

Tata Capital Financial

approval vide letter da

limited vide letter dat

possession dated 30.03.

respondent and asked

request by the complain

letter dated 13.02.201,

consideration as earnes

01.12.2014. But there is

returned back to the co

Further, the Haryana

(Fr:rf'eiture of earnest m

under-

,,5. AIIOUNT OF EAIIN

Scenario prior to the

was different. Frauds

.for the same but
consideration the j
Redressal Commission

is of the view that
exceed more than 1.0

a p a rtm e n t/ p lot/ b u il d,

cancellation of the

monner or the

agreement containing
be void and not bindi on the bu

Page 74 of 76

Complaint No. 472.4 of 2020

ding bank and the respondent contended the

ainant by stating that project was approved by

ice Lintited and they were informed about loan

04.09.2015 and later approved by, ICICI Bank

1,8.04.2016. Thereafter, on issuance of notice of

018, the complainants visited the <llfice of the

r cancellation of subject unit. So, in view of said

nts, the respondent cancelled the subject unit vide

wher(in forfeiting '1,5o/o of the total sale

money ifr view of clause 1.9 of agreement dated

nothing fn record that the said amount has been

lainants.

Rezrl

ney by

tate Regulatory Authority' Gurugrarn

e builder) Regulations, 2018, provides as

MONE

'eal Esta (Regulations and Development) Ac't, 201-6

CATTI out without any fear as there was no law
,, l,fl Vi, of the above facts and takitng into

ments f Hon'ble Na\ional Consumer Disputes

nd the H 'ble Supreme Court of India, the authorit-y

amount of the earnest money s'hall not
,sideration amount of the real e.state i.e.

case may be in all cases w'here the

is made by the builder in a unt;laterol

forfeitu
of the

t/unit/,
intends withdraw fyom the project ond an.y

ny cla contrary to the aforesaid regulatiot'ts shal/

os th



30.

ffiHARER,*\
ffi GURUGRAM

In view of aforesaid ci

the amount after deducti

G.II

31.

earnest money as per

Gurugram [Forfeiture of

within 90 days from the

p.a. on the refundable a

realization of payment a

1,3.02.2019 after the Act

Direct the respondent
incorporated in the BBA.

After dealing with rel

co mplainants-allottees

eflect.

H. Directions of the Auth

32. Hence, the authority h

directions under sectio

cast upon the promote

under Section 3a[fl of

i) The respondent-p

deductin g 1.0o/o of

money as per reg

Gurugram [Forfei

2018 within 90 da

@ 9.800/o P.a. on th
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complainr No.4724 of 2020

mstances, the respondent is directetcl to refund

g1,00/o of the sale consideration of the unit being

ulation Haryana Real Estate Regulator;7 Authority

arnest money by the builder) Regul;ations, 2018

ate of this order along with an interes;t @ 'l.B00z/o

ount, from the date of cancellation till the clate of

the cancellation of the allotted unit was made on

f 201,6.

ot to ve elTect to unfair clauses unilal[erally

ef No. , the aforesaid relief sought by the

ecame dundant. Hence, no direction to this

ity:

reby this order and issue tlhe folltowinrg

Act to ensure compliance of obliglations

:he functions entrusted to tlhe Authority

37 of th'

as per

Act of

moter

lation H

re of ea

from t

refund

1,6:

directed to refund the amount after

he sale consideration of the unit being earnest

ryana Real Estate Regulatory Authorily

est money by the builder) Ilegulation,s,

date of this order along withr an interest

ble amount, from the date oll cancellaticln



33.

ffiHARERn
ffi- GURUGRAM

till the date of reali

unit was made on 1

ii) A period of 90

directions given in

would follow.

Complaint stands dispos

File be consigned to the

V.l-
(Viiay Kumar

Haryana
Member

tion of

.02.201.

is give

ord

of.

istry.

I Estate

ted: 1

Lyment as th

after the Act

to the res

and failin

latory A

.2022

complaint No.472:"4 of 2020

to comply with the

legal conseqLlences

cancellation ol' the allotted

of 2016.

@li/--t'
r. KK Khandelw'al)

Chairman
rthority, Gurugram

ndent

which
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