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BEFORE THE
REGULATORY

Complaint No. 951 of 2020

HARYANA REAL ESTATE
AUTHORITY, GURUGRAM

Complaint no.
Date of filing complaint
First date of hearing
Date of decisflon

951 of2020
05.03.2020
22.04.2020
25.08.202,2

1.

CORAM:

Dr. K.K. Khandelwal Chairman

Sh. Dhruv Dutt Sharma Advocates for the
respondent

ORDER

The preseirt complaint has been filed by the

complainant/allottees under section 31 of the Real Estate

(Regulation [nd Development) Act, 2016 (in short, the Act)

read with rulle 2B of the Haryana Real Estate fRegulation and

1.

2

Parveen Khurana
Mrs. Reeta Khurana

R/O: -2/59,3'd floor, Subhash Nagar, Delhi-

110027.

Complainants

Versus

M/s SS Group Pvt. Limited
Regd. Office at: - SS House, Plot no.77,
Sector-44, Gurugram, Haryana

Respondent

Shri Vijay Kumar Goyal

APPEARANCE:

Sh. Sanjeev Sharma Advor:ate for the
complainants
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ffiHARERA
ffiGURUGRAM Complaint No. 951 of 2020

A.
2.

Development) Rules,20L7 (in shor! the Rules) for violation of

section 11(a)[a) of the Act wherein it is inter alia prescribed

that the promoter shall be responsible for all obligations,

responsibilities and functions under the provision of the Act or

the rules and regulations made there under or to the allottee as

per the agreement for sale executed inter se.

Unit and proiect related details
The particulars of unit ,"1rtl;gp,3re*consideration, the amount

following tabular for;n:oo1T' ,-;

s.N. Particulars
T

Details

1. Name of the pr.oiect ',l!,,The Leaf', Sractor 85, Gurugram

2. Nature of project Group Housinrg Complex

3. RE RA Regi stere d/.:'l!o't
Registered ':i'i' 

i
Registered

23 of 2019 dated 01.05.2019

4. DTPC License no. Bl" of 20tl dated 16.09.201,1

Validity upto 1,5.09.2024

Name of licensee
M/S SHIVA PRI]FINS PVT LTD

Licensed area 11.9 Acre

7. Unit no. 3C,3.4 floor, Tower-3

[page no. 19 of complaint]

B. Unit measuring 1575 Sq. Ft.

( page no. 19 of complaintl
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9 Date of execution of
floor buyer's
agreement

26.08.201.3.

(page no. L9 of complaint)

LL. Possession clause

,.ll ,,r ,rai' 
ru

lffrr
f lr,11;1 4

| . ',t:'i.l

lll:. :
t+.-i' t:::,,,7

al

*t#
*xt

B. Possession

8.1 Time of handing over the
possession

8.1 (a) subject to terms of this
clause and subject to the flat
buyer(s) having complied with all

L,he iiluo*s.-,, ?rd conditions of this
ag.1$g*qn$,; "and not being in default
tI4fr,['H,F,t*$ of the provisions of this

'a$fri6tiibrit :rnd complied with all
provrslons, formalities,
documenthtion: etc. as prescribed by
the' , 

,developer, 
Jhu - developer

proposes to handover the
possession of the flat within a
period of thirty six months from
the date of signing of this
agreement. The flat buyer(s) agrees
arid understands that the developer
sh-all be entitled to a grace period of
90 days, after the expiry of thirty-six
months or sttch extended period, for
applying and obtaining occupation
certificate in respect of the Group
Housing Contplex.

L2. Due date of possession 26.08.20t6

fcalculated from the date of signing
of buyer agreement)

Grace period not allowed

13. Basic Sale Price Rs.84,02,625/-

(page no. 20 of complaint)

L4. Total amount paid by Rs. 28,99,246/-

ffiHARERA
ffiaJRtloRnrrl complaint No. 951 of 2020
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HARERA
W* GURUORAM Complaint No. 951 of 2020

Facts of the complaint

That the complainants purchased/booJked a flat/ unit No. 3C,

tow'er - 3 on third floor, admeasuring zr super area of 1575 sq.

ft. ert the rate of Rs. 5335/- per sq. ft. amounting total to Rs.

84,02,625/- alongwith other charges like EDC, IDC etc. total

amrrunting to Rs 98,60,625 /- on the assurance that

construction shall be completed in tirne and possession would

be handed over in time. At the time of'booking Rs. 7,50,0001-

pairl to promoter/developer on 29.12.2r0L2.

Thzrt the respondent company issued the allotment letter to

conrplainants on 28.01..2013 in resperct of the above said unit

and acknowledged having received ther booking amount of Rs.

7 ,5,0,000 f- by this letter.

That the flat buyer's agreement dated 26.08.2013 is signed

between both the parties i.e. M/s. S.ll. Group Pvt. Limited and

the complainants on terms and conditions as laid down by the

cornpany. It is must to mention here that as per the flat buyer's

agreement the possession of the unit in question was to be

4.

5.

the complainants (page no. 5 of complaint)

15 Cancellation Notice Lt.04.20L4

(page no. 102 of reply)

[But the unit was restored later as
per page no. 10 of reply)

15. Occupation certificate
dated

09.05.2022

16. Offer of possession Not offered

Page 4 of L7



HARERA
MGUI?UGRAM

handed over within 36 months from the date of the said

agreement with a grace period of 90 days Le. 3 months as

provided under clause 8.1 [a) of the Agreement. That as per

possession clause, the possession was to be handed over lastly

by November 2016. that further while entering into the above

said agreement the respondent further sold one car parking

space to the complainants for a consideration of Rs. 3,50,000/-

6. That as per the buyer's agre,e,ptrrqnt th,9 possession of the unit in

question was to be handetEii$i fasfly by Z6thNovembe r 201.6,

however at that time ,tS-" truction of the project was far

from completion. 
",#..9*u 

_ti;i
7. That the complainfiffi..rtht tinies *rfi*J'pryments against

the demands of th{ r[pondent and as per payment schedule of---. ,$i i ,, , '- -. 
-

the agreement p,dffining, to has flat, therefore the fraudulent

act and conduct'd.f'l:the respbndents needs to be penalized in
i.

accordance with thq.nrd rsioSs of the Reai Estate [Regulation

and DevelopmenO Aatl,l=,9.. iHereinlif,,t6r being referred as

"the act"J, 
"-'E+1'r'

". "#l -i 1' ^ i

Relief soughtUy,tne4cffilairtants. t
The complainan!$T.ai. 

f?,-u,,gtr 
t 

followfl-l1g 1e,]i+,f: ,

', " i

(i) Direct the respondent to provide declaration including

that of cornmon area u/s 19(5) of the act along with

declaration on affidavit to be submitted with Director Town

and Country Planning or the declaration with Real Estate

Regulatory Authority at the time of registration.

Complaint No. 951 of 2020

C.

B.
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GUI?UGRAM

[ii) Direct the respondent to refund the investment amount

along with interest from the date of actual payments made to

the promoters till the date of such payrnents are made.

(iii) The promoter be directed to recalculate the interest on

equitable basis the beginning and reimburse, if charge extra

than MCLR.

(iv) The parking if charged extra without providing garage

and on common areas o1,99:i nts that it is illegal shall be

refunded back to the atlott$$isriiili5.,'

tv) The promoter be di#$€& 
ttffi get the conveyance deed

'$i;!" 'i-

made in the name gf'qpsocimU oi allottees for common areas
. : 

* "sY I' . ', ,,'E'i"-

etc and handovef-lhe;fdm@ tlldrn in*three months' time.

(vi) The VAT,t$l$rfred @ 10/o of the totd| hmount I s against
{ ", , ,,

the government'ftplicy and+rnotification issued in this regard.
,'-t 1' r,

The promoter bB arL*q to reimliuo$. t*r. ltin'a11nt

Reply by the respondent

^:*
That on 28.01 .2013, the Coiirplainahis''were allotted Unit No.

3C, 2BHK havinB'=rypnfgiryate supe{,,anea of'1575 sq.ft. in the
a# .:.)

Tower-3 of the projdct "The Leaf'Ct thCI'basi'c rate of Rs. 5335 /'
per sq.ft. and pqf&endal lacation charges (PLC) of Rs. 250/-u 

''' 
ti - 

: l

per sq.ft. external development charges [EDC) of Rs. 355/- per

sq.ft., infrastructure development charges (lDC) of Rs. 35/- per

sq.ft. to be payable as per the payment plan. [t is submitted that

the total sale consideration of the flat booked by the

complainants was Rs. 98,60,625/- exclusive of the registration

charges, stamp duty charges, service tax and other charges

which are to be paid by the complainants at the applicable stage

Complaint No. 951 of 2020
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10. That the complainants have miserably, and wilfully failed to

make payments in time or in accordance with the terms of the

allotment/ flat buyer's agreement. It is submitted that until

27.05.2022, the total delay in rendering the payment towards

due installments by the complainants ryrras approx. 19,818 days

on various occasions under different installments.

11. That the Municipal Corporation of Gurugram vide direction

dated L4.L0.20t9 beanpgJil,lMeq,g No.MCG/ADMC/2019
. ', : i

complaint No. 951 of 2020

imposed a complete ban fromflJ.;10-.2019 to 37.12.2019on the
,,_*. .l

construction activities i&".t$$l{ugratn: Further, Environment
- ;o--'' :t' --Pollution (Prevention and Control) Authority for NCR vide

Further, Hon'ble S-upre.md' Court vide its order dated
*l l

04.L1.2019 in thffiah'br"bearing W.P (C) N o. L3029/1985 also

banned the consqt@aCiivities in bettri NCR till further

orders keeping in miri&,.tli-idftm.age c.aq['Sed to the environment

due to construct!,On4nd derpolition,activities. It is pertinent to
:::t:: :: :i :

mention here tttht i&e"HpEt-"bl,p Suprefie Court has only on

A9.12.2019 part[any- unliftg{ the barl on.construction activities

in Delhi NCR between 6a.m. to 6p.m. Thereafter, despite facing

practical issues in arranging manpower, the respondent had

managed to maintain the minimum latlour force constantly in

the labour camp at the project site to complete the pending

work at the earliest. This clearly shows bonafide intention of

the respondent to complete the project on time. Even in the

year ?DLB,vide Notification No. EPCA- R/2018 /L-gL and EPCA-

PageT ofLT
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R/2,018/100 periodic ban on constructions were imposed. Such

bans that have been imposed from tirne to time in the past

years, not only had enormous ad''rerse impact on the

construction of infrastructure projects. The adverse effects of

banning the construction activity disrupts the arrangement of

plant & machinery, supply of raw rnaterial and manpower

resources as it takes a long time to reorganize the labour force

once the ban is lifted. Another factor to be considered is that

mos;t of the labour force in NCR hailsr'fiom Eastern UP/Bihar so

during such period wherein'the ban remains in effect, the

labour force usually heads back to their hometowns, since it

becomes difficult foi them to sustain here without any source

of income. It is an: admitted fact, consequently, on an average

the construction ban'of 1 day culminates into roughly a 10 days

of clelay in overall construction activitlr' It is also not disputed

that due to the outbreak of Covid 19, th,e entire world went into

locl<down and all the construction activities were halted and no

labourers were available. Infact all the developers are still

facing hardship because of acute shortage of labourers and

even the HRERA, Gurugram has vide order dated 26.05.2020

declared the Covid 19 as a calamify under the Force Majeure

clause and therefore there cannot be said to be any delay in

delivering the possession by the respondent.

1,2. That there is a huge outstanding amount to be paid by the

allottees, which has resulted in alleged delay in handing over of

possession to the allottees. It is furtherr submitted that due to

the money crunch created by the allottr:es by not making timely

Complaint No. 951 of 2020
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payments and in order to meet the gap for cost of completion of

the project arisen on account of non-payment/default in

payment of installments by the allottees, the company

approached SWAMIH INVESTMENT FU.ND - I which has been

formed to complete construction of stalled, brownfield, RERA

registered residential developments that are in the affordable

housing / mid-income category, are net worth positive and

requires last mile funding-,llffiplete construction. The

S*AMIH INVESTMENT ffi*I,r,[$vide their letter dared

23.07.2020 has sanction-e*d=ffi*iltial;a,nrount of Rs. ].L0 Crores
t:

H* +' "l ,' ,'i."
disbursed to the ffispondent f-omiigrtl 'thp same had been

infused into thergroi".t and the pr6ie,,t is'iioW complete and
- n " r 'a^

ready for posses.rs,itiri as the,reSpondent company had already
1-*i. :* $' , r.

obtained the ocqpffautrnl.ceitiritatd ailted ,fii'il,0s.zo22 for the
;'". .o :'

said tower. As p.r tliu-.o".1r, ti6n 6f,tiltlfiina sanctioned the

entire amount of the ftfnf,r ;be:,uti1#d"only in completion of

the project unde6fhg ob,ppryptipn,and- mo.,.nitoring of the agency

deployed by the"lSWaUnt FUND in" thre project. The primary

pbjective of estafi1ist}ry! pf* SWAM"IHiFUNDT is to help the

[rome buyerg ir'$'#ihd 1triai. hornes ina is sponsored by the

Department of Economic Affairs, Ministry of Finance,

Government of India. tf any adverse relief is allowed by this

Hon'ble Couft, then the basic objective of the intervention of

the Governnlent of India shall be defeated.

13. That the coniplainants have failed to make payments in time in

accordance With the terms and conditions as well as payment

Page 9 ofLT



HARERA
GUl?UGRAM Complaint No. 951 of 2020

plan annexed with the allotment letter and flat buyer's

agreement and as such the complaint is liable to be rejected.

L4. It is pertinent to mention here that the respondent has already

completed the construction and also received the occupation

certificate dated 09.05.2022 of the tower in which the unit

allotted to the complainants is locatetl. As the complainants

failed to make timely payments and the respondent cannot be

compelled to wait indefinilEtg"fgr sSch a long time, hence the

said unit was cancelled "fi#ffi!3.# 
o, the final notice dated

l.io.l*i{t."r'r '- r^i
0 6.12.201 3 and cancellation].lbfuiGe rdated tL.O 4.20 L 4.

15. Copies of all the relevant do hive beern filed and placed on the

record. Their authOnticity is not itt dispute. Hence, the

complaint can be decided on the basis of these undisputed

documents and submission made by the parties.

|unisdiction of the authoritY

The respondent has raised an objection regarding jurisdiction

of authority to entertain the present complaint. The authority

observes that it has territorial as ruell as subject matter

jurisdiction to adjudicate the present complaint for the reasons

given below.

E. I Territorial iurisdiction

As per notification no. 1/92/2017-1-TCP dated 1,4.1,2.2017

issrued by Town and Country Planning Department, Haryana,

the jurisdiction of Haryana Real Estate Regulatory Authority,

Gurugram shall be entire Gurugram district for all purposes. In

the present case, the project in questircn is situated within the

plarnning area of Gurugram district. llherelore, this authority

E.

Page 10 oflT



HARERA
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has complete territorial jurisdiction to deal with the present

complaint.

E. II Subiect-matter iurisdiction
section 11(a)[a) of the Act, 2016 provides that the promoter

shall be responsible to the allottees as per agreement for sale.

Section 11(a)[a) is reproduced as hereunder:

Section llft)(a)
Be responsible forra,,!$oblig ati on g resp onsib ilities
and functions u4gl,qr${"g ,proulsions of this Act or
the rules and regifigffihs'ry,gde thereunder or to
the allottees as per*ffi.agii*ment for sale, or to
the associa'1pp,afti4q',fta!'S as.t:fr.e case may be,
till the convg&,nce"of;(,ll,the gpartments, plots or
buildingff, a$ths enieffnay bg; io the attottees, or
th e c o 

"m,66 y:,ff r e a s 
ffiiio,th e a ss o c i a ti o n of , g I I o tt e e s

* t[!P compietentai{ltirity, as the cose moy be.

So, in view of fle provi,sio,lq of the Act Quoted above, the

authority has complgte jur$aiction to aecide the complainr
:

regarding non-colnnlfarye of obligations by the promoter

leaving aside compensatiql which 
,,lU 

,o O. decided by the

adjudicating officer if pursued by the complainants at a later

stage. :::.

:

F. Findings on the obi,gctions r4iped by the respondent.
F.I Obiection regarding iuiispictlOn of eythority w.r.t. buyer's

agreement execut'ed priot to'coming into force of the Act.

1,6. The contention of the respondent is that authority is deprived

of the jurisdiction to go into the interpnetation of, or rights of

the parties inter-se in accordance with the apartment buyer's

agreement executed between the partie:s and no agreement for

sale as referred to under the provisions of the Act or the said

rules has been executed inter se parties, The authority is of the

Complaint No. 951 of 2020
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view that the act nowhere provides, nor can be so construed,

that all previous agreements will be re-written after coming

into force of the Act. Therefore, the provisions of the Act, rules

and agreement have to be read and interpreted harmoniously.

However, if the Act has provided fon dealing with certain

specific provisions/situation in a specific/particular manner,

then that situation will be dealt with in accordance with the Act

and the rules after the date nto force of the Act and

of the Act save thethe rules. The numerou

provisions of the tween the buyers and

sellers. The said co 'uphqld in the landmark

judgment of Req,l.tors Suburban Pvt. Ltd. Vs. UOI

and others. N.f '?"7i2 ol ZOi7) deciderd on 06.t2.2017 which

the prom.otef and,. the allottee prior to its registration
under REM,. Un"d,pt the provisions of RERA, the promoter
is given a facility'"tci revise the date of completion of

Complaint No. 951 of 2020

They may to some extent be having a retroactive or quosi
retroactive effect but then on that ground the validity of
the provisions of RERA cannot be challenged. The
Parliament is competent enough to legislote law having
retrospective or retroactive eflfect. A law can be even

framed to affect subsisting / e;risting contractual rights
between the parties in the larger public interest. We do
not have any doubt in our mintl that the RERA has been

framed in the larger public interest after a thorough study
and discussion made at the higl\est level by the Standing
Committee and Select Committee, which submitted its
detailed reports."

Page LZ of L7
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17. Further, in appeal no. 173 of 2019 titled as Magic Eye

Developer PvL Ltd. Vs. Ishwer S,ingh Dahiya, in order

dated 17.12.2019 the Haryana Real Estate Appellate

Tribunal has observed as under-

"34. Thus, keeping in view our aforesttid discussion, we are

of the considered opinion that the provisions of the Act are

quasi retroactive to some exl:ent in operation and will be

aoolicable to the agreements l'91 sale entered into even prior

fui Act where the transaction

ztion. Ilence in case of delay

in the offer/delivOd,,4 possession os per the terms and

conditions of the aglreement fc,i sale the allottee shall be

entitled to the iiterest/delayecl possessron charges on the

reasonable rate of interest os pr'ovided in Rule L5 of the rules

and one sided, unfair and unreasonable rate of

compensdtion mentioned in the ogreement for sale is liable

to be ignored."

18. The agreements are sacrosanct save and except for the

provisions which have been abro;gated by the Act itself.

Further, it is noted that the builder-buyer agreements have

been executed in the manner that there is no scope left to

the allottees to ,negotiate any :of the clauses contained

therein. Therefore, the authority is of the view that the

charges payable under various heads shall be payable as

per the agreed terms and conditions of the agreement

subject to the condition that the same are in accordance

with the plans/permissions apprrrved by the respective

departments/competent authorities and are not in
contravention of any other Act, rules, statutes, instructions,

Complaint No.951 of 2020
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directions issued thereunder and are not unreasonable or

exorbitant in nature.

G. Findings on the relief sought by the complainants.

G.I Direct the respondent to provide declaration including

that of common area u/s 19(5) of the act along with

declaration on affidavit to be submitted with Director Town

and Country Planning o. 
-1.1?,,,C."gclaration 

with Real Estate

Regulato ry Autho rity at qfi,ffiffi egistration.

Complaint No. 951 of 2020

L9. It is a settled principle of law=$1l !}i allottee-complainants are

entitled to have neceffi 
191!1!*,un: ?'qplans, including that

3 -d"rri'fl:. -.

of common areas,;a{H$s, iffiotffelb,! ,{cal possession of

the apartment ofl#ol'or btrilding as the case,ffi?y be, by the
" ,. 

t' 
;

promoter. Howp*Er{ in thg,"initant'casd .thCI 
complainant-

allottees wisheffi*fupn$.r1{, ftrom* the projecd and thus, this

relief becomes re4l.-q$$,ffi fl i, i _ii 
,'-,' "

'G.II Direct the respomdent,,_ ,!o,;1;emhU the investment

amount along 
"*l_lh :iite-.r'*..1 

t fry-m 
. 
the . of actual

' j. t' *;r c#{{ - 4. " l

payments made' .6 .hq, nfofntitefs,,,:itilt t date of such
I.. ', : .

payments are made.
.!" : t:.: ::. I

That on 2B.01.Zil3,thedomplainants were allotted unit no. 3C,

2BHK, Tower-3 of the project of "Ihe Leaf , having an

approximately super area of 1575 sq.ft. as per the construction

linked payment plan. The respondent had issued various

reminders letters dated 07.10.20L3, 06.t2.20'J,3, 1L.04.2014,

20.07.?,016 and 03.03.2017 to clear the outstanding dues . it is

pertinent to mention here that the complainants only paid less

than 300/o out of the total consideration.

20.

Page 14 of 17



ffiHARERA
ffiGuRLToRAM Complaint No.951 of 2020

22.

2L. It has been held that the complainants were in default in

making timely payments leading to cancellation of the allotted

unit by the respondent as per the term and conditions of

allotment. Now the issue for consideration arises as to whether

the complainants are entitled for refund of the illegal deduction

of amount paid by the complainants frorn the respondent.

The counsel for the respondent stated at bar that block T-3 is

actually Tower 3 where 
'.....t."|r..q,;unt, ,,,9t 

,n. complainants are

situated for which oc ffi$ffif.",obtained on og.oi.zozT

whereas the due date of poisi#$i,ti.#=wg,s 26.08.20L6. Although

unit was cancelled by.th 1:{ oter on .1I.A4.20L4 and later on
, , 

,,. ,,,' , ,, ,"

even after gettingrrth#flsfln ''$q$btioned 
did not pay any amount,

hence there will firi$+t ,ny bi6.t on,the can."llltion.

23. The cancellatioh,lp{vfls d6n6 even before ,the due date of
il ; (l 

-* 
s:611 n :i:, ,.t :::t ., :.:: :i.

possession, acc@Gll.r${y ilrdlnoter'iis iUffeaea to return the
&

balance amount ,Jhp$1d$u_iiing 1,00/a 6f tf,e basic sale price

with interest at the ratel{[{,{"p, ,(the SHtdBank of India highest
-.,:.1=l:,::\:\l;:,zil: 

: , fo

marginal cost o[rlg*$di,-r1;fi rqfe*J\[QEJ .qppliqable as on date
ffi...1lb;i it :i.ti); *t| S$l 't4]; ..::. :::t::. i .; "...

+20/o) as pre$criffii.q#-rl,d& diit+ tB or {i'auiryana Real Estate

[Regulation and,,,D&elgpl-n,u!-dn[9. RtrleS,; \i0,!,t: from the date of
...:,

cancellation till tffSacffieil date of refund of'the amount within

the timelines provided in rule L6 of the Haryana Rule s 20L7

ibid.

G.III. The promoter be directed to recalculate the interest

on equitable basis the beginning and reimburse, if charge

extra than MCLR.

Page 15 ofLT
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G.IV. The parking if charged extra without providing
garage and on common areas or basements that it is iltegal

shall be refunded back to the allottee.

G.v. The promoter be directed to get the conveyance deed

made in the name of associate of allottees for common

areas etc and handover the complex to them in three
months'time.

G.vI. The vAT charged @ lyqgf the total amount I s against

the government policy p*, rrofification issued in this
ir" .'::.d+ - ^1":regard. The p ro moter .-lSaBfFl,"fo e imb u rse the amo unt

, i! '

24. The above four iss;r-tis ,$girq, int-e"lgonnected are taken up
" "e' '"'** ' i 

'together. Thus, in frbw of;phe above ,findings, these reliefs
€t '-:':r $

become reductadt$l ilf 
ii:iiri.'i; ' ''

;' :

H. Directions of the authority , . ;

,q'-.* :

25. Hence, the authoritir+rit seS;p{rtF'hrd.. and issues rhe

following direction, ,nliar-r"t,ion "il or rhe Act to ensure

compliance of offlil"tioris .irst,rpon [he,p.6'hotur as per rhe
flr...-.:..',,

function entrustetl to the authoiiry upder seCtion 3a(fl:

I. The respondent is directed to refund the balance

amount after deducting the e?rreSt money which shall

not exceed the 10o/o of the basic sale consideration of the

said unit and shall return the balance amount to the

complainants. The refund should have been made on the

date of cancellation i.e., 1L.04.2014. Accordingly, the

interest at the prescribed rate i.e.,70o/o is allowed on the
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26.

27.

Dated:

ffiHAR
ffieltu

Ape

with
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amount from the date of cancellation to date of

refund.

of 90 days is given to the respondent to comply

e directions given in this order and failing which

legal uences would follow'

Comp nt stands disposed of.

File be igned to registry.

V.r - w
(viiay (Dr. K.K. Khandelwal)

Chairman

Gurugram
25.08.2022
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