GURUGRAM Complaint No. 1309 OF 2021

and others

BEFORE THE HARYANA REAL ESTATE REGULATORY AUTHORITY,
GURUGRAM

Date of decision: 15.12.2022

NAME OF THE BUILDER M/S BRIGHT BUILDTCH PVT.LTD.
PROJECT NAME “Woodview Residences”
5 Case No. Case title APPEARANCE
No. EN
1 [CR/1309/2021 | Amar singh Vs Bright Buildtech | Anshul Yaday and
" pvt. Ltd. Deeptanshu Jain,
%S A0 BRL A N Dhruv Gupta
2 | CR/2409/2021 \;Rphi_tfja'in@-_:\z;s:‘:_B;‘igljﬁ'tfBuildteqh Vikas Sharma and
£~ 4 EﬁﬁVL'U,’d. % : Deeptanshu Jain,
¥ o~ i 1R Dhruv Gupta
3 | CR/459/2021 | - Nalnish Agarwal V$ Bright - |  luv Kumar and
" | _Buildtechpvt.Ltd: . = | Deeptanshu jain,
TA'RE RN Dhruv Gupta
* | CR/1647/2021 | " Ekta Agarwal Vs Bright © | Nishant Dwived; and
N Bilildtech._pvt. Ltd. Deeptanshu Jain,
NATE el Dhruv Gupta =]
CORAM: . | B )
Shri Ashok Sangwan - Member

Shri Sanjeev Kumar Arora Member

ORDER

1. This order shall dispose of all the eight complaints titled as above filed
before this authority under section 31 of the Real Estate (Regulation and
Development) Act, 2016 (hereinafter referred as “the Act”) read with rule

28 of the Haryana Real Estate (Regulation and Development) Rules, 2017
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(hereinafter referred as “the rules”) for violation of section 11(4)(a) 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.
2. 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 agreemen;g, fulcrum of the issues involved in all

these cases pertains to failure Onj:,l'g_ I ,art of the promoter to deliver timely

possession of the units in questlon*%kseekmg award of refund the entire

amount along with 1ntertest and the éomp’ensatlon
R
3. The details of the complamts reply status umt nos, date of agreement,
possession clause, due date of possesmon, total sale consideration, total

paid amount, and rehef sought are given m the table below:

Project: Woodvxew Residences Sectorr89§&90 °Gurugram Haryana

Possessxon clause Clau se 51[]

The company shall endeavour to complete the cgnstrtxchon ‘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 allotment letter provided that all amounts due
and payable by the buyers:has been paid o the ggmuy in tfe}pely manner.

Grace period el 528
~.Not Allowed.... . :
Sr. Complai Reply | Unit | Dateof | Due Total sale Relief
no nt No., status No. | allotme | date | consideratio Sought
Case and nt of n
Title, area letter | posse | and amount
and adme ssion paid by the
Date of aserin Complainant
filing of g (s)
complai :
nt
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and others
CR/1309 Reply B- 26.01. TSC: Refund of the
/2021 received | 89,upp 2018 Rs.72,17,937 | paid amount
titled as on er /-
Amar 24.09.20 | groun AP:
singh Vs 21 d Rs.
Bright floor, 23,96,238/-
Buildtech admea
pvt. Ltd. suring
1090.0
DOR- 0 sq.
08.03.20 ft.
21
CR/2409 Reply B-88, 18€: Refund of the
/2021 | received | Upper Rs.72,17,937 | paid amount
titled as on grounf ! /-
Rohit Jain | 21.08.20 d” 4 AP:
Vs Bright 21 ; 'ﬂqpr _ Rs.24,20,442
Buildtech a _‘admea | i /
pvt. Ltd. IS suring | .
(1090 | % |
DOR- ! =ml 8q. ft. =}
10.06.20 1L P
21 1% AY !
CR/459/ | Reply " B63 02.2] L2262/  Tsc Refund of the
2021 received |‘second. | 015~ 12018” | Rs.79,08,751 | paid amount
titled as on floor * RE F /-
Nalnish 23.08.20 admea AP:
Agarwal 21 ' : | Rs.17,00,000
Vs Bright L8 /
Buildtech
pvt. Ltd. ;
DOR-
22.01.20
21
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4, CR/1647/ | Reply E52 | 11.022 | 1102, TSC: Rs. Refund of the

2021 received | admea 015 2018 | 1,55,90,275/- | paid amount
; on suring AP:

E“,igd a5 | 21.0820 | 358 66,16,613/

Agarwal 21 sq. ft.

Vs Bright
Buildtech
pvt. Ltd.

DOR-
09.04.202
1

Note: In the table referred above certain abbi
elaborated as follows: el j-«--""/-%‘-
Abbreviations Full form e ,‘1 ' ‘
DOR- Date of receiving complaint i§" W’
SA- Subsequent allottee 4

TSC- Total Sale consideration | = - A  #
AP- Amount paid by the allottee(s) a7 13
DPC- Delayed possession chag.gg;g. . » !

i*’“

o | : &

i i1} .;,.g it 4

+ i e b 4
i E &

4. The aforesaid complamts were ﬁled by ‘the allottees agamst the

é’g?“w

over the possesswn of fhe same by’ 'he due§ date, seeking award of
: ki, g gﬁ& 3@,

refund the entire pald up’, ambunt along with interest and

compensatlon.

5. It has been decided to treat the said complaints as an application for
non-compliance of statutory obligations on the part of the promoter/
respondent in terms of section 34(f) of the Act which mandates the

authority to ensure compliance of the obligations cast upon the
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e

promoter, the allottee(s) and the real estate agents under the Act, the

rules and the regulations made thereunder.

6. The facts of g the  complaints filed by  the
complainant(s) /allottee(s)are also similar. So, Out of the above-
mentioned cases , the facts of the lead case of CR/1309/2021 titled
as Amar Singh Vs M/s Bright Buildtech pvt. Ltd. are being taken

into consideration for dete,r\miningﬁ the rights of the allottee(s) qua

refund the entire amount 'a»lt)}{géwﬁ-it;h'interest and compensation.

o

A. Project and unit related detaiis?‘i !

7. The particulars of the project, 'fﬁ%?émoﬁnt@f sale consideration, the
amount paid by thecomplmﬁant(ﬁ), date 'tif-ﬁr*@posed handing over the

possession, del.ajff‘_ period, if-any, have been detailed in the following

.

S

tabular form: 1 | % j
S. No. ﬁﬁadé‘a R EETE : ©  Information
1. Name and lo‘*cafib;n of the :’“Wnoﬁview Residences”, Sector 89-90,
project .~ ' ['Gurugram, Haryana
= 2 Nature of the project. ——— ;Pgogted Colg{ly ]
3 Area of the project " . [101081 acres
4. DTCP License... — | 59.0f 2013 dated 16.06.2013
validupto . ~ A . [15.07.2021
Licensee name Orris Land & Housing Pvt. Ltd. and 42 others
S RERA registered/ not Registered vide no. 34 of 2020
registered
Valid up to 16.10.2020
6. Unit no. B-89,upper ground floor,
admeasuring 1090.00 sq. ft.
7. Super area admeasuring 1090 sq. ft.
[ 8. Allotment Letter 26.01.2015
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i HARERA Complaint No. 1309 OF 2021
GURUGRAM and others

9. date of buyer’s agreement 21.08.2015

10. Possession clause Clause 5(I) 4‘
The company shall endeavour to complete
the construction 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
allotment letter provided that all amounts
due and payable by the buyer has been
paid to the company in timely manner

vl | Rs.72,17,937/-

14. Total consideration

12. Total amount paid by the Rk 2396 238/

complainant 4.
13. DUE date Dfdellver'}l« Of ! _% I% '. Y 26.{0 1'20 18
possession S8 et a

x.

14, Date ofoffegs.@@o;Sessioﬁ_fgo.: s Not obt%inggls,
the complainant. .
15. Occupation certificate ™| Not offered-
| ¢ ! - -8
{ERRRE/
<« @ @ i 0 J -
B. Facts of the complamt Z - gas' £

¥ i3
A 1

The complainant has made the followmg submlssmns in the complaint: -

s

8. That the respondent no. 1 WS Brlglt Buildtech Pvt. Ltd. (A Lotus
Group Of Company) is a%ﬁompany regmtered under the Companies Act,
1956, as amended, having \1ts§1jeg1syte;ed office at D - 107, Panchsheel
Enclave, New Delhi - 110017, and l'ravir;g corporate office at Lotus
Business Park, Building Block - B, Plot No. 8, Sector 127, Noida 0
201304 and respondent no. 2 Orris Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd ., is a
company registered under the Companies Act, 1956, as amended,
having its registered office at J-10/ 5,DIf Phase-2, Mg Road, Gurugram,
Haryana-122002
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10.

11

12.

and others

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 2013 in Sector 89 & 90,

Gurgaon. The details of the same has been clearly mentioned in the

builder buyer agreement

That the complainant based on promises made by the respondent
applied to the company for allotment of the Dwelling Unit in the said
?Fnrﬁ‘i_dated 20/10/2013 was executed
between the complamant amﬂ.g .ﬁéaéjespondent (hereinafter called as
the said Apphcatlorr Fo”l@]:»;TB at

same allotted a lin;t bearng Ne g 89 UG"F Tower - B, in the said
complex, the sala appllcatlon form

complex and an Appllcatmn

_the respondent on the basis of the

That at the tlme of 31gmng the abovesald Appllcatlon Form the
complainant was made to pay an amount of Rs. 8,00,000/- (Rupees

Eight Lakhs Only) and the sald amoqnt was to be treated as the
booking amount for the above-méntioned dwelling unit,

That the responde?nt has @gl@owlédged’ the above said payment vide
the payment acknowle gement recelpt 1ssued in the name of the
complainant dated 02 .04:2014. That the lntentlons 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,
5,75,386/-, the builder issued a payment acknowledgment slip against
the above said payment dated 02, 06.2014
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13. That thereafter, the respondent issued an allotment letter dated
16.01.2015 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 dwellmg unit in the year 2013 and just to
delay the phase and to extort hatd earned money from the complainant

the above said allotment le‘ﬁt _ as issued and the complainant was
made to pay an amount of i{s 4 20 852/ & Rs. 6,00,000/-, the said

payment has been. acknewledgecihby the builder vide the payment

acknowledged. slips dated”27. 07 2015 &lSSl,led in the name of the
complainant. = = ™ | | =]

14. That the cempkamant has made %ll the payments timely as
demanded by the builder in accor@angﬁ w1th the terms and conditions
agreed between the partles at the t;me pf signing the said application
form. That all the payment acknowledgment slips issued to the
complainant. :3;.* % Z 4 g;; ‘ @ *%: %;gg;

15. That it is pertment to mentlon that in the month of July 2015 the
complainant has. made a total payment o? Rs '23,96,238/- as and when
demanded by the builder. That after receiving the above said payment,
a builder buyer agreement dated 21.08.2015 was executed between the
complainant and the respondent bearing Reference No. WR-0019.

16. That as per clause 5 of the terms and conditions i.e. clause 5 of the said
buyer agreement signed on 21/08/2015, it was promised by the

respondent that the possession of the said Unit will be delivered to the
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complainant within 36 months from the date of allotment Letter. That
the respondent has cheated the complainant here by tweaking the facts
to harass the innocent complainant. that the said dwelling unit was
allotted by the respondent to the complainant vide the Application
Form dated 20/10/2013 and the respondent with the intention to
defraud the complainant issued an allotment letter dated 16th January
2015. That the complainant has made timely payments as asked by the
respondent, but the respondgutg-« k-;g-falled to keep the promises made
by him as per the terms and C"ondmions of the said agreement. That the
respondent has failed to deliver the possession of the said flat within 36
months which explred on OCTOBER?2016

That it is most ci‘}tfcal to pomt out that the salé Builder has been alleged
of fraud and mlsrepresentatlon in various forums. one such allegation
is that he has no‘g yet depOSIted EDC & IDC charges to the appropriate
government authorltles but has yet recewed it from the complainant.
That the complama%t flas tlmég‘and again requested the respondent to
hand over the possessmn df‘the s*tud dwelllng as promised by them at
the time of sxgmng thg sald apphcatlon form or to refund the amount
paid by the complalnant but the respondent being affluent and
influential player in real estate choose notto respond or take any action
regarding the said requests. The complainant has personally 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 will be handed over timely and the

construction is going at a good pace
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C. Relief sought by the complainant: -

19. The complainant has sought following relief(s):

L.

18

20.

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

with interest.

Any other relief which this hon’ble authority deems fit and proper

may also be granted in favour the complainant

On the date of hearing, the auffmnty explained to the respondent/

promoters about the coni:ﬁ"f_";:'ntlons as alleged to have been

not to plead gullty

D. Reply by the l‘eSPQndents \ X- \ -

The respondents ﬁy way_ of jomed written reply dated 24.09.2021

made the followmg submnssnons. » f 4

21

22,

23.

That the complalnant m hls uv%l d1$c,1:et‘ion and decision has paid the
booking amount, and itis corr‘é”ét thatthe said amount is to be treated
as the booking amount for the above- mentloned dwelling unit, and the
complainant wﬂlfully ap%proacheti the answermg Respondent seeking

&;.;

a good investment; opgdr_tum;tx

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.

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.
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25.

26.

27

28.
29,

El
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That that the complainant has presented the said fact in concocted
manner with malicious intent and therefore, same cannot be admitted,

however, it is admitted that the BBA was executed on 21.08.2015.

That the dwelling unit was allotted to the complainant vide allotment
letter dated 16.01.2015 and the period of delivering of possession

shall be calculated as per the term of the builder buyer agreement only.

That that the complainant. has;_been serious offender of the deadlines

set by the respondent in té,_tgﬁ?f‘ﬁffhe payment plan and has delayed in

...,.i

the payment of the several déffﬁdnds raised by the respondent. It s
submitted that th@«date fg;: de}w&;@of possessmn was July, 2018 and
not October 2016 l:he complamarit fs put to.strict proof in this aspect.
However, it 1§ submltted _that- the delay which has occurred in
completion of the pm]ect is due to force majeure conditions, which are

beyond the control of the answenng Respondent

That the constructlon of the P”ro;ect is 70% complete and the
Respondent undertake t»o deliver the possession by July 2021,
therefore, the pr‘ayer for regund eapnot be satlsﬁed

All other averments made in fhe COmplaint were denied in toto.
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.

Jurisdiction of the authority
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The plea of the respondents regarding rejection of complaint on ground of
jurisdiction stands rejected. The authority observes that it has territorial
as well as subject matter jurisdiction to adjudicate the present complaint

for the reasons given below.

E.1 Territorial jurisdiction

As per notification no. 1/92/2017-1TCP dated 14.12.2017 issued by Town

and Country Planning Department, the jurisdiction of Real Estate

e

f‘f all be entire Gurugram District for all
o7

purpose with offices situated.in Gurugram.in the present case, e prolet

h

in question is situate"ﬁc}% ‘{R?ithwi"ﬁ;t e ﬁléﬁﬁiﬁg;-afiea of Gurugram District.

Lol
y " g S
i sy g R

Regulatory Authority, Gurugr.i

i F #

Therefore, this authority has complete

: Qﬁterriféﬁrilal jurisdiction to deal with
the present complaint. j

E.Il  Subject matterjurisdiction | = © 7~ j

BN i e
Section 11(4)(a) of the%cgzol .prqvigﬁg that the promoter shall be

responsible to the allottee ds-per agreement for sale. Section 11(4)(a) is
reproduced as hereunder: % DD /

Section 11

----- 2 -\g"

(a) be responsible for all obligations, responsibilities and functions
under the provisions of this Act or the rules and regulations made
thereunder or to the allottees 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 case may be, to the allottees, or the
common areas to the association of allottees or the competent authority,
as the case may be.

Section 34-Functions of the Authority:
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34.
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34(f) of the Act provides to ensure compliance of the obligations cast
upon the promoters, the allottees and the real estate agents under this
Act and the rules and regulations made thereunder.

S0, in view of the provisions of the Act quoted above, the authority has
complete jurisdiction to decide the complaint regarding non-compliance
of obligations by the promoter leaving aside compensation which is to be

decided by the adjudicating officer if pursued by the complainant at a later

stage.

passed by the Hon’bIeAﬁexCO%rlﬁ A %é?h?}"romoters and Developers
o 4 b g?w"-,;"“._ ,:;
Private Limited Vs State of U.P. and Ors. 2021-2022 (1 ) RCR © 357 and
§ AP g e a -

reiterated in case of M/s Sana RealtorfPrivatg Limited & other Vs Union
& TV § A . Y i

of India & others SLP(Civil) No. 13005 of 2020 decided on 12.05.2022
wherein it has been léié dbv%n-ds”grjdg’r‘:' _

T = VD
“86. From the scheme of the"Aet-of Which a detailed reference has been
made and taking 'note of pover Jof ‘adjudication delineated with the
regulatory autlgp'f*@ qind%djgdigg t!j@g'--q@ce;;, whatfinally culls out is that
although the Act indicates the distinct expressions like refund’, ‘interest’
‘penalty’ and compensation), a conjoint reading of Sections 18 and 19
clearly manifests that when it cﬁme_stbjreﬁmd'of the amount, and interest
on the refund amount, or directing payment of interest for delayed
delivery of possession, or penalty and interest thereon, it is the regulatory
authority which has the power to examine and determine the outcome of
a complaint. At the same time, when it comes to a question of seeking the
relief of adjudging compensation and interest thereon under Sections 12,
14, 18 and 19, the adjudicating officer exclusively has the power to
determine, keeping in view the collective reading of Section 71 read with
Section 72 of the Act. if the adjudication under Sections 12, 14, 18 and 19
other than compensation as envisaged, if extended to the adjudicating

officer as prayed that, in our view, may intend to expand the ambit and
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35.

36.

37.

38.
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scope of the powers and functions of the adjudicating offi cer under Section
71 and that would be against the mandate of the Act 201 6.”

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.1 Direct the respondente -goﬁ&é'mha Rs. 27,69,198/- paid by the

complaint along with interest
iy “"e§§,§

% géhiilf'\.‘

Keeping in view the fact?’th‘at th,,eé]ijotte@comp’lamant wishes to withdraw
from the project and demand’ing“remfn of.the amount received by the
promoter in respect of the unit w1th mterest on farlure of the promoter to
complete or mabllltyg, to. give possesswn of“the hﬁlt in accordance with the
terms of agreement for" sale or duly completed by the date specified
therein. The matter is coveréd under sectxon 18(1) of the Act of 2016.

W i

The due date of possessmn ‘as perf ,a;grne_ement for sale as mentioned in the

table above is 26. 01 2@18 =~ A
‘ - &4 B

The occupation certlficate /i completlon certlﬁcate ef the project where the
unit is situated has still ‘not been obtamed by ‘the respondent-promoter.
The authority is of the view that the allottee cannot be expected to wait
endlessly for taking possession of the allotted unit and for which he has
paid a considerable amount towards the sale consideration and as
observed by Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Ireo Grace Realtech Pvt.
Ltd. Vs. Abhishek Khanna & Ors., civil appeal no. 5785 of 2019, decided
on 11.01.2021 as under:-
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“.... The occupation certificate is not available even ason date, which
clearly amounts to deficiency of service, The allottees cannot be made
to wait indefinitely for possession of the apartments allotted to them,
nor can they be bound to take the apartments in Phase 1 of the
project.......”

25. The unqualified right of the :'difbtﬁée to seek refund referred Under
Section  18(1)(a) and Sebgi%gfl (4) of the Act is not dependent on
any contingencies or stip éjﬁ”ﬁﬁ%ﬂéﬁ;i@hemoﬁ It appears that the
legislature has conscipt{sb{ proyided this right of refund on demand
asan uncondit:’ongl‘ﬁkg};?ﬁggf ightto the allottee, if the promoter fails
to give possession of the'apartme t, plot or building within the time
stipulated under the terms of the agreement regardiess of unforeseen
events or stay ordér.f"of the Court/ Tribunal, wh{ch isin either way not

4

attributable to =_§he§aﬂott_ee/ﬁbmse fnf_yer,t the promoter is under an

obligation to refund the amount on demand with interest at the rate
prescribed by %%Ehéffisgaie é‘ovéfnngentgndi?diﬁg,;gby}ensation in the
manner provided under. the .%ct with the proviso that if the allottee
does not wish to Wi«tﬁ‘draﬁ? ff:bm;thﬁefproféc‘g he shall be entitled for
interest for the period of delay tilbhanding over possession at the rate

prescribed -

39. The promoter is resﬁonSIt;le%?f& a'?ll%oﬁ‘héauﬁﬁs responsibilities, and
functions under thé pr;ovnsllons of jtile Act df 2016, or the rules and
regulations made tile‘i:éund*erfdr to-the allottee aéoper agreement for sale
under section 11(4)(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 duly completed by the date specified therein. Accordingly, 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

Page 15 of 17



GURUGR AM and ethers

iy W

40.

41.

46.

Complaint No. 1309 OF 2021

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

may be prescribed.

This is without prejudice 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 71 &

72 read with section 31(1) of the Act of 2016.

The authority hereby directs the_‘premoter to return to the allottees the

amount received by him i.e., Rs2 94 5238/ with interest at the rate of

10.35% (the State Bank of. Indlg'h ghest marglnal cost of lending rate
(MCLR) applicable as on date +2%) as pnescnbed under rule 15 of the
Haryana Real Estat%f[Regulatlon and ngelegrge@t] Rules, 2017 from the
date of each paymentétlll the actual dat% of reﬁmd o% the amount within the
timelines provided in rule 16 ofthegHaryanaRules 2017 ibid.

%

i
i

| | g
Directions of the aué_t:ho_rity J e §‘ Ve
W A N b W N S
AT §§ 1 : - \»‘_‘54;‘ F

Hence, the authority hereby pasé@stgtﬁs otder and issues the following
directions under sectlgm 37§pf tge Act to ﬁsure compllance of obligations

cast upon the promoter as. per the functlon entrusted to the authority

under section 34(f—7 \J | N\ W \S

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 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. The respondent is further dlrected not to create any third-party rights
fo 4 Q:} W J .Y
against the subject unit before full reahzatlon of the paid-up amount along
R
with interest thereon to the complamants and even if, any transfer is

F

initiated with respect to subject unlt the recelvables shall be first utilized

Nm‘:

for clearing dues of allottee complamants

48. This decision shall i‘nu@tls mut”éndls apply to cases mentloned in para 4 of
cm ] - ;
this order. > 1 1 §

¥
” 1 1 ] ;::: = & 2 - &
‘z% a ul . . Y & 9.{

L

49. The complaints stand disposed of”True cerﬁﬁ'ed copies of this order be

Wainergsl it
-

placed on the case file of 330ﬁ ‘matter. GV ;g

e

Sanjeev Arora)
Member
na Real Estate Regulatory Authority, Gurugram

Dated: 15.12.2022
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