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BEFORE THE HARYANA REAL ESTATE REGUTATORYAUTHORITY,
GURUGRAM

Date of decision: LS.LZ.ZOZ\

ORDER

L' This order shall dispose of all the eight complaints titled as above filed
before this authority under section 3L of the Real Estate fRegulation and
Development) Ac! 201.6 (hereinafter referred as ,,the 

Act,,J read with rure
28 of the Haryana Real Estate (Regulation and Development) Rule s, 201,7

NAME OF THE BUILDER M/s BRIGHT BUILDTCH PVT. r,ro.
PROIECT NAME "Woodview Residences,,

APPEARANCE

cR/130e /2021 Amar singh Vs Bright Buildtech
pvr, Lrd.

Anshul Yadav and
Deeptanshu |ain,

Dhruv Gupta
cR/240e /2021 Rohit Jain Vs Bright Buildtech

pvt. Lrd.
Vikas Sharma and
Deeptanshu Jain,

Dhruv Gupta
cR/4se /2021 Nalnish Agarwal Vs Bright

Buildtech pvt. Ltd.
luv Kumar and

Deeptanshu fain,
Dhruv Gupta

cR/1647 /2021 Ekta Agarwal Vs Bright
Buildtech pvt. Ltd.

Nishant Dwivedi and
Deeptanshu Jain,

Dhruv Gupta

ShriAshok Sangwan

Shri Sanjeev Kumar Arora

Member

Member
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Complaint No. 1309 OF 2021.

and others

2.

3.

HARERA
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[hereinafter referred as "the rules") for violation of section 11[4) (aJ of the

Act wherein it is inter alia prescribed that the promoter shall be

responsible for all its obligations, responsibilities and functions to the

allottees as per the agreement for sale executed inter se between parties.

The core issues emanating from them are similar in nature and the

complainant(s) in the above referred matters are allottees of the project,

namely, "Woodview Residences", (plotted colony) .The terms and

conditions of the buyer's agreements, fulcrum of the issues involved in all

these cases pertains to failure on the part of the promoter to deliver timely

possession of the units in questlon,iseeking award of refund the entire

amount along with intertest and the iompensation'

The details of the complaints, reply status, unit no.s, date of agreement,

possession clause, due date of possession, total,sale consideration, total

paid amount, and relief sought are given in the table below:

ffinces, Sector-89 &90, Gurugram, Haryana

The company shall endeavour to compleie the constru&ion of the building block in

whictrthe dwelling unit is situated within 36 months, ilith a grace period of 6

months from the date of issuance Of allotmeni"lett-.er provided that all amounts due

Poisession,clauser'Clause 5[l)

and payable by the buyer,has-'beeil"paid to the com in timely manner.

Grace period'elatiser fi.'.2,1

Not Allowed
Relief
Sought

Total sale
consideratio

n
and amount
paid by the

Complainant
(s)

Date of
allotme

nt
letter

D"$.
date
of

posse
ssion

Unit
No.
and
area
adme
aserin

(,
b

Reply
status

Complai
nt No.,
Case

Title,
and

Date of
filing of
complai

nt
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1. cR/130e
/2021

titled as
Amar

singh Vs
Bright

Buildtech
pvt. Ltd.

DOR-
08.03.20

21,

Reply
received

on
24.09.20

2L

B-
B9,up1

er
groun

d
floor,

admea
suring
1090.0
o sq.
ft.

26.01.2
015

,,L*',-..' 
j

26.01.
2018

lo

TSC:

Rs.72,1,7,937

AP:
Rs.

23,96,239/- 
)

Refund of the
paid amount

2. cR/2409
/2027

titled as
Rohit fain
Vs Bright
Buildtech
pvt. Ltd.

DOR-
70.06.20

2T

Reply
received

on
2L.08.20

21, 
I

I

I

I

I

I

B-BB,

Upper
groun
d

floor,
admea
suring 

l

1oe0 
I

sq. ft. I

i

I

I

'i

TSC:
Rs.72,77,937

/-
AP:

Rs.24,20,442

/

l

i
jr,

Refund of the
paid amount

i.nr.l.:r.:.-. .t!...

, , I ,.1 l
I

. 'ti'
I i.

;:: .1

.l

.,i,
3. cR/4se/

202L
titled as
Nalnish
Agarwal
Vs Bright
Buildtech
pvt. Ltd.

DOR.
22.0L.20

2L

Reply .'

received
on

23.08.20
2L ii.

l

I

I

I

I na:
I second

I noo.

I 
admea

I surrng
1,336
sq. ft.

I

I

2.02.2 I TSC:

ln'.zo,o_a,zst
I AP:

I Rs.1z,oo,ooo

l/

Refund of the
paid amount

\..
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Complaint No. 1309 OF 202t
and others

4. The aforesaid ..*pt*il-tu

'=

.|

by,, the allottees against thewere filed

promoter on account of violation of the apartment buyer's agreement

executed between them in resp'ect of allotted units for not handing

over the possession of the same by the due date, seeking award of

refund the entire paid.up amount along with interest and

compensation.

5. It has been decided to treat the said complaints as an application for

non-compliance of statutory obligations on the part of the prom oter f
respondent in terms of section 34(0 of the Act which mandates the

authority to ensure compliance of the obligations cast upon the

Refund of the
paid amount

TSC: Rs.

L,55,90,275f -

AP:

66,L6,613/-

Lt.02.
2018

7t.02.2
015

Reply
received

on
21.08.20

2L

E 52,
admea
suring

358
sq. ft.

cRl1647 /
2021.

titled as

Ekta
Agarwal
Vs Bright
Buildtech
pvt. Ltd.

DOR-
09.04.202
t

Note: In the table referred above
elaborated as follows:
Abbreviations Full form ,,,:' u

have been used. TheY are

DOR- Date of receiving complaint , " q$

SA- Subsequent allottee
TSC- Total Sale consideration ,,, 

,.

AP- Amount paid by the allottee(s).
DPC- Delayed possession charges i

Page 4 of 17
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promotel the allottee(s) and the real estate agents under the Act, the
rules and the regulations made thereunder.

6' The facts of a, the compraints fired by rhe
comprainant(s)/arotteefs)are arso simirar. so, out of the above_
mentioned cases, the facts of the lead case of cR/13 og/2021 titled
as Amar singh vs M/s Bright Bu,dtech pvt. Ltd. are being taken
into consideration for determining the rights of the allottee(sJ qua
refund the entire amount aropg with interest and compensation.

A. Project and unit related details

7 ' The particulars of the project, the amount of sale consideration, the
amount paid by the comprainantfs), date of proposed handing over the

d, if any, have been detailed in the following
possession, delay perio

tabular form:

ffi
ffi
ilq+q w,i Complaint No. 1309 OF Z}Zt

and others

Information
Name and tocdtion- of ttre '"Woodviewn@

iGurugram, Haryana

Area of the p,i'biact Totiogi acffi
DTCP License 59 of 2013 d;ted-16^062013
valid u 15.07.202L
Licensee name Or.,r trnd U
RERA registered/ not Registeredrffi
Valid up to 1,6.1,0.2020
Unit no. B-B9,upper ground floori

admeasuring 1090.00 sq. ft.Super a.ur rd-di*Gg
1090 sq, ft.

Allotment Letter
26.01,20L5

Page 5 of1-7
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Complaint No. L309 OF 2021

and others

,,, 'ii 'i,
, ',,, t' ,, ll

B. Facts of the comPlaint l;

The complainant has made the following submissions in the complaint: -

B. That the respondent no. L, M/S Bright n1itat1.n 
:",^ 

Ltd [A Lotus

npany registered under the Companies Act'
Group Of ComPanYJ is a con

1956,as amended, having its registered office at D - 107, Panchsheel

Enclave, New Delhi - L1,OO'1,7, and having corporate office at Lotus

Business Park, Building Block - B, Plot No. B, Sector 127, Noida 0

2o[3o4andrespondentno.2orrislnfrastructurePvt.Ltd.,isa

company registered under the companies Act, 1956, as amended,

having its registered office atl-10 /s,Dlf Phas e-2,Mg Road, Gurugram'

Haryana- 122002

21.08.2015date of buYer's agreement

Clause 5[)
The compiny shall endeavour to complete

the consiruction of the building block in

which the dwelling unit is situated within
36 months, with a grace Period of 6
months from the date of issuance of

allotmentletter provided that all amounts

due and payable by the buyer has been

aid to the company in timely manner

Possession clause

Rs.72,17,937 l-Total consideration

'[[.23,96,2387

26.}il:zotg
.'lL 

' 
. ,|

',1ir . = !:

nue date of deliverY''of, , ,! !: ii 'r
possession

Date of offer of Possession to

the complainant ri

Occupation.certificate

Page 6 oftT
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9' That the respondent planned to construct /create a plotted colony
named as "woodview Residences,, (hereinafter referred to as said
Project / complex / plotted colony) in the year zll3in sector 89 & 90,
Gurgaon' The details of the same has been clearly mentioned in the
builder buyer agreement

L0' That the comprainant based on promises made by the respondent
applied to the company for allotment of the Dwelling unit in the said
comprex and an Apprication Form dated 20/10/20.t3 was executed
between the complainant and the respondent fhereinafter called as
the said Apprication Forml. it at the respondent on the basis of the
same allotted a unit bearinglNo. F 

* 89, UGF, Tower _ B, in the said
complex, the said application form

LL. That at the time of signing the abovesaid Apprication Form the
complainant was made to pay an amount of Rs. 8,00,000/- [Rupees
Eight Lakhs onlyJ and the said amount was to be treated as the
booking amount for the above-mentioned dweiling unit.

1'2' That the respondent has acknowredged the above said payment vide
the payment acknowteagument receipt issued in the name of the
complainant dated 02.04.2014. That the intentions of the builder were
clear from the initial phase of the transaction when the above said
receipt was issued after a delay of five months. That soon after the
passage of time the builder demanded another payment of Rs.
5,75,386f -,the builder issued a payment acknowledgment srip against
the above said payment dated OZ.06.2014

Complaint No. 1309 OF ZOZI
and others

PageT of t7
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13. That thereafter, the respondent issued an allotment letter dated

L6.0t.2015 to the complainant where in the respondent has clearly

mentioned and acknowledged that an application dated 01'11'2013

was executed between the complainant and the respondent for the

allotment of an independent floor in the aforesaid upcoming plotted

colony. That it is pertinent to mention here that the complainant has

already been allotted the dwelling unit in the year 20L3 and just to

delay the phase and to extoit,|rard earned money from the complainant

letter was issued and the complainant was

/- & Rs' 6,00,000/-' the said
made to pay an amouh. g.f..Rri ,,,!:?0,?52,
payment has been acknowledged by the uuit.alr vlde the payment

acknowledged slips dated 27.07.2015 issued in the name of the

comPlainant.

the complainant has made all the payments timely as

d by the builder in accordanie with the terms and conditions

:tween ,1rg parties at the time of signing the said application

form. That all the prym.ni acknowledgment slips issued to the

comPlainant. .

15. That it is pertinent to mention that in the month of fuly 2015 the

complainant has made a total payment of Rs. 23,96,238/- as and when

demanded by the builder. That after receiving the above said payment'

a builder buyer agreement dated 2t.O8.2Ol-5 was executed between the

complainant and the respondent bearing Reference No. WR-0019'

L6. That as per clause 5 of the terms and conditions i.e. clause 5 of the said

buyer agreement signed on 2t/0812015, it was promised by the

respondent that the possession of the said Unit will be delivered to the

Complaint No. 1309 OF 202t
and others

Page 8 ofLT
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complainant within 36 months from the date of allotment Letter. That
the respondent has cheated the comprainant here by tweaking the facts
to harass the innocent comprainant. that the said dweiling unit was
allotted by the respondent to the comprainant vide the Apprication
Form dated 20/Lo/2013 and the respondent with the intention to
defraud the complainant issued an ailotment letter dated L6th January
2015. That the complainanlhffiade timery payments as asked by the
respondenr, but the respo*aqntlti,?p;failed to keep the promises made

Complaint No. j.309 OF ZOZ1,

and others

17.

by him as per the terms and conditions of the said agreement. That the
respondent has failed to deliver the possession of the said flat within 36
months which expired on bCTOBER 2016
That it is most critical to point out that the said Builder has been alleged
of fraud and misrepresentation in various forums. one such allegation
is that he has not yet deposited EDC & IDc charges to the appropriate
government authoritibs but has yet received it from the complainant.
That the comprainant has time and again requested the respondent to
hand over the possession of the said dweiling as promised by them at
the time of signing the said apprication form or to refund the amount
paid by the complainant, but the respondent being affluent and
influential player in real estate choose not to respond or take any action
regarding the said requests. The comprainant has personaily made
numerous visits to the office of the builder at the site in Sector 89 & 90,
Gurgaon' The complainant was given assurances by the officials of the
respondent that the possession wiil be handed over timery and the
construction is going at a good pace

18.

Page 9 of 17
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D. Reply by the resPond ,ettts

C. Relief sought by the complainant: -

1,g. The complainant has sought following relief(s):

I. Direct the respondent to refund Rs. 23,96,238/- paid by him along

with interest.

II. Any other relief which this hon'ble authority deems fit and proper

may also be granted in favour the complainant

ZO. On the date of hearing, the,arihhority explained to the respondent/
,.

promoters about the coniraventions as alleged to have been

committed in relation 1o sec.ti,Srr 11,!4) (a]1of the act to plead guilty or
, \:

nottopleadguilty',......i",'.i',,.',,.i

The respondents,b11 Way of i'oidedrwr'itteh

Complaint No. 1309 0F 2021

and others

reply dated 24.09.2021

,

Zt. That the complainant in,hii,o*h aiScretion and decision has paid the

booking amount, and it is cordct tnat the said amount is to be treated

as the booking amount for the above-mentioned dwelling unit, and the
:-

complainant willfully approached the' answering Respondent seeking

:stment opportunitY.

22. the complainant has violated the terms of the payment plan and

ignored/delayed several demands raised by the respondent as per the

terms of the PaYment Plan.

23. That the complainant has violated the terms of the payment plan and

ignored/delayed several demands raised by the Respondent as per the

terms of the paYment Plan'

Page 10 oflT
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25.

24. That that the comprainant has presented the said fact in concocted
manner with maricious intent and therefore, same cannot be admitted,
however, it is admitted that the BBA was executed on 21.08 .zo1,s.

That the dwelling unit was allotted to the complainant vide allotment
letter dated 1,6.01..20L5 and the period of derivering of possession
shall be calcurated as per the term of the buirder buyer agreement onry.

26' That that the complainant ha's begn serious offender of the deadlines
set by the respondent in teims of the payment pran and has derayed in
the payment of the severar demands raised by the respondent. It is
submitted that the date for,dsrlvsl,,of possession was luty, 20LB and
not octob er zI, 6tthe comptairant i, our ro stricr ;;;;is aspect.
However, it is submitted that the deray *rri.t, has occurred in
completion of the project is due to force majeure conditions, which are
beyond the control of the answering Respondent.

27' That the construction of the Proiect is TOo/o complete and the
Respondent undertake to deriver the possession by Jury zozr,,
therefore, the prayer for refund cannot be satisfied.

28' AII other averments made in the compraint were denied in toto.
29' copies of all relevant documents have been filed and placed on record.

There authenticity is not in dispute. Hence, the complaint can be decided
based on these undisputed documents and submissions made by
parties.

E. |urisdiction of the authority

complaint No. 130g oF 2O2I
and others

Page 11 oflT
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Complaint No. 1309 OF Z02t

and others

30. The plea of the respondents regarding reiection of complaint on ground of

jurisdiction stands reiected. The authority observes that it has territorial

as well as subiect matter jurisdiction to adiudicate the present complaint

for the reasons given below'

E.I Territorial iurisdiction

As per notification no. 1/g2 /zot7-1TCP dated t4.t2.2017 issued by Town

and Country planning oenl11tm 
, 
the jurisdiction of Real Estate

Regulatory Authority, Gurut."il,,lffie entire Gurugram District for all

purpose with offices situatedjn GrUrUglaft:'ln the present case' the project

i, l::':11 lr,- ..,til,. -'

in question is situated, *itfrin ittl pia,y*nlngr'€Ir€? of Gurugram District'

authoritS, has completed territorial iurisdiction to deal with

E. II Subiect mattei iurisdlcftn l1 
" 

.iL 

, 
;l'.',; !

I r.::: I' '' In;a$,1i"pr'[vifles thit the promoter shall be
32. Section 11[4)[aJ of the Ac

' . r., I 
t.,

responsible to the allottee as pir jg.."ment for sale. section L1,(4)(a) is

reproduced as hereunder:
' i I l: ':lt 

'11 lL:

Section 77

ft) The Promoter shall-

(a) be responsible for atl obligations, responsibilities a_nd_functions

under the provisions of this Ait or the rules and regulations made

thereunder or to the ailottees aS per the agreement for sale' or to the

association of allottees, as the case may be, till the conveyance of all the

apartments, plots or buildings, as the ci;ase ma! be, to the allottees, or the

common areas to the associition of allottees or the competent authority,

as the case maY be'

Section S4'Functions of the Authority:

Page 12 of t7
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3a(f) of the Act provides to ensure compliance of the obrigations castupon the promoters, the allottert oni tiZ rear estate agents under thisAct and.the rules and regulations made thereunder.33' so' in view of the p.oririr'ns of the a.i qr"red above, the authority has
complete jurisdiction to decide the complaint regarding non-compriance
of obligations by the promoter leaving aside compensation which is to be
decided by the adjudicating officer if pursued by the comprainant at a later
stage.

34. Further, the authority has no oceeding with the complaint and
to grant a relief of refund_,,ia t1i3

..v +*'1, f,Fa.tfr in view of the judgement
passed by the Hon,b l

' Plomoters and Developers
Privote Limited Vs,Stdtj{fltg of U.p, and 

,Q_ys. z0Zr-Z0zZ (I)RCR @ sS7 andt1-2022 (1)

vqtwv, o t t tvuLe r.tmtced tft other vs union
of India & others sLP (civil) No. 1s00s of 2020 decided on 7z.0s.z0z,
wherein it has been laid down as under:qv vv rr aJ LIf ItIUI :

r.* " l' ru.
.. #'*

,if;['xh'!:;;:;r:iji*d*'ffi4flldetlltedryerencehasbeen--'-- 'q.\{,'ryr,.,:,,"'7 
_uJ -qyw,?r ol aq,j,dlicatiArl delineated with ther eg u I a to ry a uttlOitW and, adi a d te n ri ri n n rfr n o),., L - ; .! -- -,,_ _ / ^ 6 v. ty, LeJ q, tu uul uu rcu ung ?lfic er, w hat f n a lly cu lls o ut is th a talthough the Act indicate.s iho a;"r;ni, Dv^,^^^:^__,!,

:;::i,!:::l"jiri:i"';t'iit{;,':;x;:,:;t;:;;:;;:;;;:#::'i{l;T'i;ctyy!:, ma,l,ri1ti trtifii;;' ,{;*ri,{i!,,innrii":rn o:{ ;;::;,,?:,1i:,i!::,on the refund am.ount, or directiis.;rr^;;;";;i;';;rrrt for detayeddelivery of possession,.otr penatty i,iiitrTrrt *riroi,-il,, the reguratoryauthority which has the powerio ,*o^rre and determine the outcome ofa compraint. At the same time, when it.comes to a questiin of seeking therelief of adjudging compensation and interest thereoi iider Sections r.2,L4, L8 and 19, the adjudiyting i1tr.rr, ,iriuiirrty'i'o, tn, power todetermine, keeping in view tne ciueltrve reading of Section 71 read withsection 72 of the Act. if the aapaiciiion under slcirons 72, 74, 1"g and r.9other than compensation as-envisigio, ,f urrrari iolhe adiudicatingfficer as prayed that, in our view, 
"may 

intend to expand the ambit and

Complaint No. 1309 OF 2021,
and others

Page 13 oflZ
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35.

Complaint No. 1309 0F 2021

and others

F.

ScopeofthepowersandfunctionsoftheadjudicatingofficerunderSection
TlandthatwouldbeagainstthemandateoftheAct20T6'"

Hence, in view of the authoritative pronouncement of the Hon'ble Supreme

Court in the cases mentioned above, the authority has the jurisdiction to

entertain a complaint seeking refund of the amount and interest on the

refund amount.

Findings on the relief sought by the complainant

F. I Direct the respondenti rurrd Rs. 127,Gg,!gB/- paid by the

comPlaint along with interest'

36.

37.

the fact ttraf the attottee complainant wishes to withdraw
' :d bY the

from the proiect and demanding,return of the amount recelv(

promoter in respect of the unit with interest on failure of the promoter to

rit in accordance with the
complete or inability to give possession of'the ut

- ed bY the date sPecified
terms of agreement for sale or duly complet

' t1) of the Act of 2016'
therein.ThematteriscoveredundersectionlBl

The due date of possession au p.f agreement for sale as mentioned in the

table above is 26.0i12$18ffi .$
;rr"\ '#'"?tr

$, ffi+il;ii

38. The occupation certificate/completion certificate of the project where the

unit is situated has still not been obtained by the respondent-promoter'

The authority is of the view that the allottee cannot be expected to wait

paid a considerable amount

observed bY Hon'ble SuPreme

towards the sale consideration and as

Court of India in lreo Grace Realtech Pvt'

endlessly for taking possession of the allotted unit and for which he has

Ltd. vs. Abhishek Khanna & ors., civil appeal no. 5785 of 2079, decided

on 77.07.2027 as under:-

Page L4 of 17
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',;;;,i|:;:::;';:::il,!,:;':;:::i::,;;,::,:::;::::::,,:"y:::,

to wait indefinitety for possession of the opartments ailotted to them,nor can they be bound to take the apartmen' in phase 1 0f theproject.......,,

Further in the judgement of the Hon'ble supreme court of India in the cases ofNewtech Promoters and Developers Private Limited vs State of u.p. and ors.reiterated in case of M/s sana Realtors private Limited & other vs union ofIndia & others (supra) it was observed
25' The unqualified right o\iiie atlot:tee to seek refund referred Ilndersection 1B(1)ta) and sectill lg(4) of the Act is not dependent onany contingencies or stip*riiions tthereof, It appears that theregisrature has consciousry provrtdrd this right of refund on demandas an unconditionar absolu,tg-tilh,tto,t.\,g, ailottee, if the promoterfailsto give possession of the apartmenl ,t", 

",, 
iri,irn, ,i,*,r"ro" ,,*,

", 
o :::: : ̂: : 

o 
:,,!, te r m i of t h, ; ; ; ;; ;,,, *; ;;; ;i ;, o1, u, n yo,,,,,,

events or stqy orders of the court/Tri'bunar, wh"ich ,r r, ,iiii"*o, no,attrib utabre to the, att ottee/home b uye r, th; ; ;r: ;;'i)"', J' r r' o* o nobliOat!,on.! refund.the amLo'un, ,, ai*,o,ni;;; ;;;;;;rr" oi,,rn, ,r*prescribed u, 
: "lr, 

State $overnment including ,"*irrrrirn ,n ,n,manner providdd undbr in, au with, the prrr,r" iiir",r"rir'),,"u*
does not wish to withdrow from the proilrt, n, ,noiii ir"r'nrir,ro n,interest-for the period of delay titt naniting over possession at the rateprescribed

39' The promoter is responsible for all obligations, responsibilities, and
runctions under rhe provisions or the ;;;;;r;;";;'inu .uru, ,ra
regulations made theieunder or to the allottee as per agreement for sale
under section 11[a)(a)' The promoter has failed to complete or unable to
give possession of the unit in accordance with the terms of agreement for
sale or dury compreted by the date specified therein. Accordingry, the
promoter is liable to the allottee, as the allottee wishes to withdraw from
the project, without prejudice to any other remedy available, to return the

Complainr No. 1309 OF Z}ZL
and others

Page 15 oftZ



ffi
ffi
wnq q{a

HARERA
GURUGRAM

Complaint No. 1309 0F 2021

and others

amount received by him in respect of the unit with interest at such rate as

may be Prescribed.

40. This is without preiudice to any other remedy available to the allottee

including compensation for which allottee may file an application for

adjudging compensation with the adjudicating officer under sections 7L &

72 read,with section 31t1) of the Act of 20L6'

41,. The authoriry hereby directs,!h: 
Y:nTo,,er 

to return to the allottees the

amount received by him ,..;ffi,,,_1.,:", with interest at the rate of

10.35% (the State Bank gt, m0iH";!iFh-est marginal cost of lending rate

ble as oh'-66fui4vo),dl p,:tt,*!Iibed under rule L5 of the

u-iod,DevelopmeqQ Rules, 2017 from the

dare of each paymenttitt tt . actual dai9, of*Ief$$.pf ttre amountwithin the

G.

timelines provided in rule f O of it etrrO"n, Ruies 2017 ibid'
; ,,,. :..,.". i; li i: li '1 [,1.,]'

Directions of the 
",rit 

oiitY, " '
t

ry pasSUs'ih* otder and issues the following46. Hence, the authoritY heret

directions under section 37 ofthe Act to ensure compliance of obligations

cast upon the promoter as'per the function entrusted to the authority

under section 34[f):
l: ,L : :: l',,

i -' ',*i': ! r,il it

i. The respondent/promoter is directed to refund the amount received

by them from the complainant / allottees in each case along with

interest at the rate of 10.35% p.a. as prescribed under rule 15 of the

Haryana Real Estate [Regulation and Development) Rules, 2017 from
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The respondent is further directed not to create any third-party rights
against the subject unit beforejuiii.rli;r,ion of the paid-up amount arong
wirh interest thereon to rhe ;;l;l;'il;lnt, ,na even if, any transfer is
initiated with respect," ,ri;.., ,n,, the receivables shall be first utilized

,'for clearing dues of allotte.-.orptrinants.
.

This decision shall mutatis mutandis apply to cases mentioned in para 4 of

complaint No. 130g oF 202L
and others

the date of each payment till the actual date of refund of the deposited
amount.

ii. A period of 90 days is given to the respondents to comply with the
directions given in this order and failing which legal consequences

would follow.

47.

this order.

49. The complaints stan

placed on the case file of

(Ashok

{-*; I i t-} t }{,:; ;fii.'lt. fl'*,,'i

copies of this order be

Mem Member
Real Estate Regulatory Authority, GurugramHa

Dated: L5.t2.2022
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