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BEFORE THE HARYANA REAL ESTATE REGULATORY

AUTHORITY, GURUGMM

complaint No. 619 of 2019

Complaint no. t 6L9 of20l9
First date ofhearing: L7.O7.20t9
Order reseryed on: 31.O7.2O23
Order pronounced on: 2A,O3,2O23

Complainant

Respondents

Member
Member
Member

Mrs. Sudha Dubey,
W/o Mr. Yogendra Kumar
R/o: - H. No. A-179, First Floor,
Vipul World, Sector-48, curugra
Haryana-122018.

1. M/s Bright Build
Regd. Office at: - D-
New Delhi-110017,
Also at: - Lotus Busi
Tower-B, Plot No. 8,
Noida-201304(U.P).
2. M/s Lotus Green Develope
Regd, Office at: - Lotus Bur
Tower-B, Plot No. 8, Sector
Noida-201304(U.P).
Also at: - Flat No. 14, Ground Floor, Pul Pehlad Pur,
DDA MIG Suraj Apartment, New Delhi-110044.
3. M/s Orris Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd.
Regd. Office at: - J-5l10, DLF Phase-2,
Gurugram-122002, Hary ana.

CORAM:
Shri Vijay Kumar Goyal
Shri Ashok Sangwan
Shri Sanjeev Kumar Arora
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APPEARANCE:

Sh. f.S Dhull fAdvocateJ

Shri Deeptanshu Jain (Advocatel

Ms. Charu Rastogi (Advocate)

1. The present complaint

complainant/allottee under

and Development)

Haryana Real Es

short, the RulesJ

is inter olia p

obligations, resp

Act or the Rules

per the agreement fo

A. Unit and project related

2. The narticrrlars of 'lltit .la

period, if any, h

Complaint No. 619 of2019

Complainant

Respondent No.1&2

Respondent No.3

019 has been filed by the

of the Real Estate [Regulation

:) read with rule 28 of the

mentJ Rules, 2077 [in
of the Act wherein it
e responsible for all

the provision of the

er or to the allottees as

the amount paid by

the possession, delay

tabular form:

ORDER

lation of section 1

that the promoter

Name of the project 'Woodsview Residencies', sector-
89-90, Gurusram

Nature ofpro Residential plotted colonRERA registered/not 34 of 2020 dated 16.L0.202o

59 0f 2013 dated 16.07.2013
Validiw status t5.07.2027
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Name of licensee Orris Land & Housing Pvt. Ltd. &
42 Ors.

Licensed area 100.081 Acres
Unit no. B-47, upper ground floor

[As per buyer's agreement on
no. 28 of complaint

Unit measuring 1090 sq. ft.
[As per buyer's agreement on

no. 28 of complaint
Date of allotment 71.02.201.5

per Annexure- AZ on page no.
f complaini

Date of executio
Apartment
agreement

.12.2075
leged by complainant and

by respondent)
Possession
applicati

HAR
GURU

Itrl
rn'rw

to Clause 5.2 and
rs making timely
company shall
complete tJle

of the building

situated within 36
with a grace period of

months from the date of
allotment letter,

t all amounts due
by the buyer has

manner. The company
shall be entitled to reasonable
extension of time for the
possession ofthe dwelling unit in
the event of any default or
negligence attributabte to the
buyer's fulfillment of terms &
conditions of this agreement.

Due date ofpossession 11.08.2018
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B.

3.

I.

Complaint No. 619 of 2019

buyer's fulfillment of terms &
conditions of this agreement,

13. Due date of possession 11.08.2018

[as per buyer's agreement]
(grace period of 6 months is
allowed being unqualified)

14. Total sale consideration Rs.83,95,137l-
Basic Sale Price Rs.78,48,000/-
(as per payment plan on page no.

-46 of complaint)
1E Total amount

complainant
\s.23,07 ,167 /-
as per receipts
vith complaint')

attached along

paid b5

L6. received, although

17. Offer of possession Not offered

Facts ofthe com

The complainant

Thrt tho r^-^l-

rlai

o
:Silsrons: 

-

)#sements and assurances

booked a ZBHK residentialgiven by the off cial: o

apartment

(101.26 sq.

er area of 1090 sq. ft.

cies", sector 89 &
e0, Gurugram,tt&br&t GRAM" or Rs.83,e5,137l_

including EDC, IDC, IFMS and club membership fee etc. for her
residence. The said independent floor was allotted to the complainant
vide provisional allotment letter dated 11.02.2015.

II. That the buyer's agreement was executed between the parties on
09.12.2075 and the payments were to be paid by the complainant as

per payment plan raised by the respondents from time to time.

Page 4 of21
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III. That as per the clause 5.1 ofthe buyer,s agreement dated Og.IZ.aOLS,

the possession ofthe said independent floor was to be handed over to
the complainant within 36 months with a grace period of 6 months

from the date of issuance of allotment letter issued o nll.0Z.Z0lS.
IV. That the complainant never defaulted in making the payment of

installments as per payment plan and there was no force majeure. So,

the possession ofthe said independent floor was to be delivered to the

complainant upto 10.02.2

V. That due to delay in nstruction of the prorect, the

complainant sent emai requesting respondents to

cancel the allotme oor and refund of initial
booking amo assurances and

representatio a total sum of
Rs.23,07,767 /- Thousand One

Hundred and Si 4 to 18.01.2016 from
time to time as de Thereafter, no demand

was raised by the respo , no payment was made by

the complainan ent various emails to
respondents

for the refund

avoided the same under one pretext or the other vide various emails

sent by them during the said period.

VI. That the respondents have committed fraud upon the complainant by
way of not cancelling the said allotment and also by not refunding the
amount paid by her towards the said unit and there is inordinate delay

of about 1 (one) year till date. The action of the respondents

:ancellation of allotment of the said unit and

amount paid by her. But the respondents
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tantamounts to unfair trade practice and deficienry in service by
breaching the terms and conditions ofthe buyer,s agreemenL

VII. That due to the illegal and deliberate wrongful act of the respondents,

the complainant suffered mental pain, agony and physical harassment

and they are iointly and severally liable to compensate the same.

C. Reliefsought by the complainant:

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

I. To refund the entire amo

Lakh Seven Thousand One

prescribed rate of inte

I. Pass any other ord

and proper in fa

On the date

respondent/pro

committed in rel

not to plead guilty.

Reply by the respon

The respondent

complaint on the

,167/- (Rupees Twenty-Three

nd Sixty-Seven only) along with

'ble Authority deems fit
nst the respondents.

explained to the

alleged to have been

Act to plead guilty or

D,

6. dated 25.03.2 019 contested rhe

(i) That the com

Regulatory Authority has no iurisdiction whatsoever to entertain the
present complaint as the same is addressed to Adiudicating Officer. as

such the Hon'ble Authority has no iurisdiction to hear and adjudicate
the same.

(ii) That the complaint pertains to compensafion and interest for a

grievance under secl:ionL2,14,1g and 19 oftheAct ofZ016, and hence

UGftAIk(re and this Hon,bre
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was required to be filed before the Adiudicating Officer under rule 29
of the Haryana Real Estate [Regulation & Development) Rules, 2017
read with section 31 and section 71 of the said act and not before this
Hon'ble Regulatory Authority under rule 2g.

(iii) That the complainant has concealed true and material facts from this
Hon'ble Forum. The true and correct facts are that she had approached
the respondent for allotment of dwelling unit in the ,,Woodview

Residency" project at Sect Gurugram and the complainant
submitted the application f, with an amount of Rs.9,00,000/.

(iv]That at the time of ication, the applicant was
provisionally allo at the basic sale price of
Rs.78,48,000/- b members fee plus
interest free Rs.83,95,137l- as

mentioned in a the complainant. She

had opted for co payment plan in
respect of the d complainant along-with
allotment letter dated 1

(v) That as per the lainant was to pay the
installment wi -.eo p]ro(raiftfTlfE respondent issued a

ItJ6d,iyftt\d4 the next instarmentdemand note

became due for payment after sixty days.

(viJThat the complainant failed to make the payment of above said
instalment. Even, then the respondent showing his bonafide sent the
buyer's agreement of the above said allotted unit to the complainant
vide letter dated 03.0g.2015, calling upon her to complete the

PaEe 7 ofzl
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formalities and submit the buyer,s agreement duly signed with the
respondent.

(viiJ That the complainant always remained negligent and never fulfilled
her part ofcontract nor paid the instalment as per the agreed payment
plan. It is the complainant who is at fault who has not paid the
instalments in time due to which the construction of the pro.iect was
delayed.

(viii] That the complaint or the complainant is hopelessly
barred by time.

No reply has been received from respondent no.3 with regard to the
7.

present complaint. Therefore, the complaint will be decided as per
documents avail e by the parties.

8. copies of all the i$$nt agelpqEr(FQ,e u|5{rea ana ptaced on the

Sf the comptaint can be

9.

record. Their a

decided on the b ents and submission
made by the parties. 1 4p_---- .L ,y.
_:--" - -* "...,." Y46--i--.-gv/
The application filed in the form t-aO wifr tne aa;udicating officer and
on being transferred to the authority in view of the iudgement titled as
M/s Newtech promoters dnd Developers pvt Ltd. Vs State oI llp &Ors.
2021-22(1) RCR (C), J57, the issue before authoriry is whether the
authority should proceed further without seeking fresh application in
the form CRA for cases of refund along with prescribed interest in case
the allottee wishes to withdraw from the project on failure of the
promoter to give possession as per agreement for sale. It has been
deliberated in the proceedings dated 10.5.2022 in CR No. 368g/ZOZ1
titled Harish Goel Versus Adani M2K proiects LLp and observed that
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there is no material difference in the contents of the forms and the

different headings whether it is filed before the adjudicating officer or

the authority.

10. Keeping in view the judgement of Hon'ble Supreme Court in case titled

as M/s Newtech Promoters and Developers pvt Ltd Versus State of
U.P. and Ors. 2027-22(7) RCR (C),3S2 the authoriry is proceeding

further in the matter where allottee wishes to withdraw from the

project and the promoter has failed to give possession ofthe unit as per

agreement for sale irrespective ofthe fact whether application has been

made in form CAO/ CRA. Both the parties want to proceed further in the

matter accordingly. The Hon'ble Supreme Court in case of l/arun

Pahwa v/s Renu Chaudhary, Civil oppeal no. 2437 of 2079 decided

on 07.03,2079 has ruled that procedures 
.are hand made in the

administration ofjustice and a party should not suffer injustice merely

due to some mistake or negligence or technicalities. Accordingly, the

authority is proceeding further to decide the matter based on the

pleading mentioned in the complaint and the reply received from the

respondent and subrnissions :nade by both the parties during the

proceedings. t t't-ff\l-r l\ff
lt-tAr\E. Iurisdiction ofthe

The respondents have raised a preliminary submission/obiection that

the authority has no.iurisdiction to entertain t}Ie present complaint The

ob.iection of the respondents regarding reiection of complaint on

ground of iurisdiction stands rejected. The authority observes that it
has territorial as well as subject matter jurisdiction to adiudicate the

present complaint for the reasons given below.
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E,l Territorialiurisdiction

11. As per notification no.7/92/2017-ITCP dated 74.72.2077 issued by

Town and Country Planning Department, tle iurisdiction of Real Estate

Regulatory Authority, Gurugram shall be entire Gurugram District for

all purpose with offices situated in Gurugram. In the present case, the

project in question is situated within the planning area of Gurugram

District. Therefore, this authority has complete territorial jurisdiction

to deal with the present co

E.ll Subiect matter iu
12. Section 11[4)(aJ of the that the promoter shall be

responsible to the sale. Section 11(4)(a) is

reproduced as h

Section 71,,.,,

(a) be and functions
under the ulqtions made

for sale, or tothereunder

the ossociotion till the conveyance

of all the apartments, s, as the case may be, to the

ollottees, or the common areas to the ossociqtion of allottees or the

competent outhoriry, as the case may be;

se ai o n s t - S-$o li?f "lt Bf P,A N I
u(fi of tte)c( pVviaei VenYre'coiiptiiicl dl the oblisations

cast upon the promoters, the allottees and the reol esttte agents

under this Act and the rules and regulations made thereunder.

13. So, in view of the provisions ofthe Act quoted above, the authority has

complete iurisdiction to decide the complaint regarding non-

compliance of obligations by the promoter leaving aside compensation

Page 10 of 21



ffiHARERA
ffi eunuenRvr Complaint No. 619 of 2019

which is to be decided by the adjudicating officer if pursued by the

complainant at a later stage.

14. Further, the authority has no hitch in proceeding with the complaint

and to grant a relief of refund in the present matter in view of the

judgement passed by the Hon'ble Apex Court in Newtech Promoters

and Developers Private Limited Vs State of U.P. and Ors. 2027-

2022(1) RCR(C), 357 and reiterated in case of M/s Sana Realtors

Private Limited & other V: & others SLP (Civil) No.

13005 of 2020 decided on and wherein it has been Iaid

down as under:

ub- trom

been made

iled reference has

delineated with

the regul what finally culls

out is that

'refund','in

expressions like

conjoint reading of

Sections 1B it comes to refund of

or directing payment

ty ond interest

the power to

At the same time,

when it co of adjudging

compensation and interest thereon under Sections 72, 14, 78 ond 79,

the odjudicating olficer exclusively has the power to determine,

keeping in view the collective reading ofsection 77 read with Section

72 of the AcL if the adjudication under Sections 12, 14, 18 and 19

other thon compensotion os envisoged, if extended to the

adjudicating olncer as proyed that, in our view, may intend to expond

the ambit ond scope of the powers ond functions oI the adjudicoting

note of power of a

the omount, and i

of interest for dewed

thereo.n, it l*!,
exomme andcletermtn
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15.

F.

Complaint No. 619 of2019

offrcer under Section 71 ond that would be qgainst the mandqte of
the Act 2016."

Hence, in view of the authoritative pronouncement of tle 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 obiections raised by the respondents.
F. I Obiection regarding payment

regarding delay in payment byThe objection raised by the

the complainant is rei the documents available on
record which sh t of Rs.23,07,t67 /- as

per demands rais as per payment plan.

e allottee[s) to makeSection 19(6) of

timely paymen otted unit. As per
documents t has paid all the
installments as per pon by the complainants
while signing the agree is evident from the proof of

ffi;:*ly*Kffimmffi;:::i:",*
said unit was e4j$q*.661dQ}t*rd\kflts. Hence, keeping in
view of the facts mentioned above the plea advanced by the
respondents stands rejected.

Findings on the reliefsought by the complainant
G,l To refund the entire amount of pf,,Z?,O7,],:67 /- pald by the

complainant with prescribed rate ofinterest
The complainant intends to withdraw from the project and is seeking
refund of the amount paid by her in respect of subject unit along with

G.

16.

Page 12 of 21
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Complaint No. 619 of 2019

interest at the prescribed rate as provided under section 18(1) of the

Act. Sec. 18[1J ofthe Act is reproduced below for ready reference.

"Section 78: . Retr/rn of amount and compensation

18(1). I the promoter fails to complete or is unqble tD give

possession ofan apartment, plot, or building.-

(o). in accordance with the terms ofthe agreementfor sale or, as the

case moy be, duly completed by the date specilied therein; or

(b). due to discontinuance oflti\business as q developer on occount

of suspension or revoca tion under this Act or Jor

any other reoson,

he shall be lioble in case the ollottee

wishes to withd, iudice to any other

remedy avo by him in

respect of

including

Provided that

project, hesholl

till the handino over

case may be,

in this behav

under this Act:

withdr7w from the

every month ofdelay,

rate as moy be prescribed."

(Emphosis supplied)

17. Possession clause 5.1 of the apartment buyer's agreement annexed in

complaint provides for handing over of possession and the same is

reproduced below:

"5, POSSESSION OFTEE DWELLING UNIT

5.7 Subject to Clause 5.2 and subject to buyers mqking timely

payment, the company shall endeovor to complete the

construction of the building block in which the &eelling unit is

situqted within 36 months with q groce period of 06 months

from the dote of issuqnce oI ollotment letter, provided thot all

amounts due and payable by the buyer has been paid to the

Page 13 of 2l
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18.

19.

Complaint No. 619 of 2019

compony in timely monner. The compony shall be entitled to

reasonoble extension oI time lor the possession of the dwelling

unit in the event of any defoult or negligence attributable to the

buyer's fulfillment of terms & conditions oI this ogreemenL"

The authority has gone through the possession clause ofthe agreement

and observations ofthe authority are given below.

At the outset, it is relevant to comment on the preset possession clause

ofthe agreement wherein th on has been subjected to all kinds

of terms and conditions t and application, and the

complainant not being i der any provisions of these

agreements and co ons, formalities and

documentation

clause and inco

uncertain but so

the allottee that

formalities and d ed by the promoter may

purpose of allottee andmake the possession

ion loses its meaning.

s agreement by the

The drafting of this

not only vague and

romoter and against

allottee in tulfilling

the commitment dakl
The incorporatiffi
promoter is just to evade

unit and to deprive the

the liability tow

allottee of her

possession. This is just to comment as to how the builder has misused

his dominant position and drafted such mischievous clause in the

agreement and the allottee is left with no option but to sign on the

dotted lines.

20. Due date of handing over possession and admissibility of grace

period: The promoter has proposed to hand over the possession ofthe

on of such r

Page 14 of 2l
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Rule 75.

ond sub

(1) For

" ln" 1":'"1'".'t9tjfqi$&iqqM regisration under the
provision ofrule 15 ofthe rules, h-as determii,eaine prescribed rate of
interest. The rate of interest so determined by the legislature, is
reasonable and ifthe said rule is followed to award the interest, it will
ensure uniform practice in all the cases.

23. Consequently, as per website of the State Bank of lndia i.e.,
bi.co.in. the marginal cost of lending rate (in short, MCLR) as

Complaint No. 619 of2019

apartment by 17.02.2078, with a grace period of 6 months. On
consideration of the circumstances, the documents, submissions and
based on the findings of the authority, it allows the grace period of 6
months being unqualified. Therefore, the due date of handing over
possession ofthe said unit comes out is 11.0g.2018.

27. Admissibility of refund along with interest at prescribed rate of
interest: However, the allottee intend to withdraw from the project and
is seeking refund ofthe am er in respect ofthe subiect unit
with interest at prescribed ded under rule 15 ofthe rules.
Rule 15 has been rep

prescri

of len

oflending

section 72, section 78

7el

18; ond sub-

ot the rate

marginsl cost

of India marginql cost

it shqll be replaced by such

Bank of India may fx
public.
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on date i.e., 24.02.2023 is 08.70yo. Accordingly, the prescribed rate of
interest will be marginal cost of lending rate +2% i.e. ,lO,7Oo/o.

24. The definition ofterm 'interest' as defined under section 2(za) ofthe Act

provides that the rate of interest chargeable from the allottee by the

promoter, in case of default, shall be equal to the rate of interest which

the promoter shall be liable to pay the allottee, in case of default. The

relevant section is reproduced below:
"(za) "interest" meons the payqble by the promoter or the
qllottee, as the case may be.

Explanation. -For the p

O the rate of llottee by the promoter,

tn case of interest which the

prom cose of default;

(i0 the i shall be ftom
the ony part thereof till

interest thereon isthe da

refunded, llottee to the promoter

shall be from ults in poyment to the

a passage of more

than 8 years (ie., from the date of allotment till date] neither the

construction is crimplete nor thb offer ofpossession of the allotted unit
has been made to the allottee by the respondent/promoters. The

authority is of the view that the allottee cannot be expected to wait
endlessly for taking possession of the unit which is allotted to her and

for which she has paid a considerable amount of money towards the

sale consideration. Further, the authority observes that there is no

document placed on record from which it can be ascertained that

be lioble to pay the o

Page 16 of 2l
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whether the respondents have applied for occupation certificate/part

occupation certificate or what is the status of construction of the

project. In view of the above-mentioned fact, the allottee intends to

withdraw from the project and is well within the right to do the same in
view of section 18(1J oftheAct,2016.

26. Moreover, the occupation certificate/completion certificate of the

project where the unit is situated has still not been obtained by the

respondent/promoters. T s of the view that the allottee

cannot be expected to y for taking possession of the

allotted unit and for w nsiderable amount towards

the sale considerati 'ble Supreme Court of
lndia in Ireo Khanna & Ors,,

civil appeal no. 027

,,.,,, 
The os on date, which

clearly qmo cannot be mode

to woit indefi, ents allotted to them,

nor con thev be partmenB in Phqse 1 of the

project......."

27. Further in the judgement of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in the

'i':_'_"t "**n gt_T,+UgyrcAffy1"" @ Ltmtud vs s.-te
of U.P. and Ors, reiteroted in case ol Mfs'Sdna Realtorc prtvate

Limited & other Vs llnion ol India & others (Supra), it was observed

as under: -

25. The unquslified rtght of the allottee to seek refund referred Under Section

18(1)(o) and Section 19(4) of the Act is not dependent on any

contingencies or stipulotions thereof, It qppears that the legislature has

consciously provided this right of refund on demond as an unconditionol

PaBe 17 of 21
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obsolute right to the a ottee, if the promoter fails to give possesion of
the apqrtment, plot or buitding within the time stipulated under the
terms of the agreement regqrdless of unforeseen events or stay orders of
the Court/Tribunql, which is in either way not attributable to the
ollottee/hone buyer, the promoter is under qn obligation to refund the
amount on demond with interest at the rate prescribed by the State
Government including compensation in the manner provided under the
Act with the proviso that if the allottee does not wish to withdrow fiom
the project, he shall be

handing over possession
for the period of delay till

28. The promoter is responsi Iigations, responsibilities, and
functions under the f 20L6, or the rules and
regulations made per agreement for sale
under section 11 failed to complete
or is unable to with the terms
of agreement for te specified therein.
Accordingly, the p ottee, as she wishes to
withdraw from the to any other remedy

Complaint No. 619 of2019

available, to retuT $ anorg.tleAaedAy rlnm in respect of rhe unit
rvi th i n teres t at stffr l,6l,l.tolil*61o1

29. Accordingly, the noii-compriince'of'the marilata contained in section
11(4)(aJ read with i;ection 18[1) ofthe Act on the part ofthe respondent
is established. As such, the complainant is entitled to refund of the
entire amount paid by her at the prescribed rate ofinterest i.e., @ g.70%o

p.a. (the State Bank of India highest marginal cost of lending rate
(MCLRJ applicable as on date +2%) as prescribed under rule 15 of the
Haryana Real Estate (Regulation and Developmentl Rules, 20L7 from

Page 18 of21
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the date of each payment till the actual date of refund of the amount
within the timelines provided in rule 16 of the Haryana Rules 2017 ibid.

30. The respondent no.3[Orris Infrastructure pvt. Ltd.) on proceedings
dated 31.01.2023, contented that it is not concerned with the relief in
the present complaint as it is not a party in the said buyer,s agreement.
However, as per record available the respondent no.3 was granted
licence by the Director, Town and Country planning Haryana vide
licence no. 59 of 2013 to d nstruct the plotted colony in a
parcel of land admeasuring s in Sector 89-90, Gurugram.
Later respondent no.3 d 18.05.2013 transferred
development righ land to respondent
no.1(Bright Build per in the subiect
Iand. But, mere

18.05.2013 with
t Agreement dated

its responsibility
t no.3 cannot escape

of the proiect being
licensee of the proj e definition of promoter
within the meaning of Z(

" ;:ilH 

'*: 

:"f$".#m"S*?t"e AcL rhe re,evan,

, rqu,G{}l}l*lQ,[?r.&t\& context otherwise
requires -
(zk) "promoter', means, _
(i) a person who construc! or causes to be constructed an independent

building or a building consisting of apartnen*, or conver' an
existing building or a parc thereof into apartments, for the purpose

of

Page 19 of21
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ofselling arr or some ofthe apartmen' to other persons and incrudes
his assignees; or

(ii) xxx

(iii)xn

[iv) trrx

(v) any other person who acts himsetf as a buitder, coloniser,
contractor, developer,

claims to be acting as

estate de-veloper or by any other name or

owner of the land on whic

power of attorney from the

or apartment is constructed
or plot is developed

As per aforesaid

and severally lia
no.1 & 3 will be jointly

proiect. Whereas, the
primary respons lities ofpromoter lies
with respective

been bought
the apartments have

contention/objectio
of the same, the

rejected.
Directions ofthe autho

authority under section 34(fJ:

i. The respondent/promoters are directed to refund the amount
i.e., Rs.23,07,L67 /- received by them from the complainant alongwith
interest at the rate of L0.700/o p.a. as prescribed under rure 15 0f the
Haryana Real Estate (Regulation and Development) Rules, 2017 fiom
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Hence, the authority hereby passes this order and issues the following
directions under section 37 of the Act to ensure compliance of

to the
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the date ofeach payment till the actual date of refund ofthe 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.

33. Complaint stands disposed of.

34. File be consigned to registry.

rr!,lt^iffi.-*'r,,,
Member

Haryana Real Esta

Dated:28.03.20
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