
ERA

Curp
248.Vikas Puri, New Delbi

110018

t RajLtd.
Regd. mce:CP-1, Secto

llaryan -t22057.

ShriAs okSangwan
CE:

sh. tla

Sh, U

BE

i, T

hit Goyal

ng Mahindra

th rule 28 of the Haryana Real Estate

(

omoter shall be responsible for all obligations'

ORE THE HARYANA REAL ESTATE REGULATOR

AUTHORITY, GURUGRAM

T{AREKA

mplainant/allottee un.ler section 31 of the Real

by the

Estate

cgulation and Developnent) Act, 2016 (in short' the I read

lopmentl Rules, 2017 (in short, the Rules) for

ion 11(4)ta) of the Act wherein it is i't€r alio prescribed

ORDf,R

dated 16.09.2022 has been filed

ilities

CohplaintNo.6105 of 2022

I 6105 of2022
7tolt.zoz+

Complainant



HARERA
GURUGRAIV

and lunctions as provided under the provision oi the Act or the

Rules and regulations made there under or to the allottees as perthe

agreement for sale executed iflle. s€

Unit and proi€ct retated d€tails

The part,culars of the project, the details of sale 
'onsideration' 

the

amount paid by the complainant, date ofpropos€d handing over the

possession and delay period, if anv, have been detail€d in the

followins tabular form:

Details

I

2

s.

t
1.

L]

Name +o-**'"*..G
"Maceo', Sector' 91, Gurgaon

I Validity starus

2017 dated 1a.08.2017

17.08.2019

71 of2008 dated 25.03.2008

24.03.2025

I5.575 acres

_l
--l
-

"*",J

F
-+

F.
l-

06.06.2014

tAs per page no. 18 ofcomplainq

IL-

f .ol-"",""*rr*
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- -ltA' 
"" e"s" * 26 orcompla'n0

=

1862 sq. ft.

(As on pase

Clause 7.1

V:

areal

ofcomplaintl

lSuper

no-26

Ducdareotpossession 06 t2.2017

b .anpkte .onn.lnton/

based on its Ptesent ond

stbkct to all just qcePtiont

developnent of the soid proie.t ond handover

the possdsion al the eid APa/tnenr to de

The Devclopet altet cotnpl.ting the

canstruction shou apptv ond obtain the

o(upotpn cenficate n he n re\pc.t nl the

r.v.lennol opd.tnenql fian thP ,nnrcrned

autho.iE. However n cose onv conditian ati\es

thot n beyond the eonttul af the co ponr

includins but naL litnned tu lorce noteu'e

conditbn, the rcnohog petiad ovaitable shdll

condence dJter the e,Pt.! ol such condtuon

(As on pase na- 3a of canPlotnt

ce period ol 180 daYs is allo\|ed

t,
(Calculated from date of apartmenl

buyeragreementi e.06 06.2014 + grace

period of180 days)l
I' Total sale consideration

lil."l:1':T!",, ofcomplaint)tAS

tJ

nless thqe shollj4--srlv ieJsr oL[sj!u!)
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r1

B.

1.

r

Occupanon certiiicate

tl" I rr. ez,e:,ssz7-

I te" p", a"u." 2.1 of the conveYance

deed)

2A.71.2079

lAs on pase 19 orreplYl

30.11.2019

[As per page no.47 olcomPlaint] il
15 25.11.2023

letter

facts olth€ comPlaintl

The complainant has made the following subnrissions in the

L Thnt the complainant is an allottee and have booked an

apartnrent rn the renl eslatc project nanrelv "Maceo" situated at

Scctor 91, Gurugram developed bv the respondent M/s Anant

Raj Limited. The respondent is a real estate developer and

launched the pro,ect nr the vear 2012'

ll. That the project is a residential Sroup housing colonv comprising

oi 2, 3 and 4 BHK apartments and amenities of club with

swimming pool, $/tunasium and heahh center' voga |rnd

meditation :trium, billiards, stcam sau'a rooms' CCIV

controll.d system and many more fealu'es duly prescribed in

'24-1t.2020

f .--,-,-""t.t rr.,,
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IV

1n the year 2012, the representatives of the resPondent companv

approached the complainant and presented a rosv picture of the

project jn question and assured tinelydeliverv ofthe possession

ofthe proiect in question On the basis ofthe assurancesgiven bv

the agents of the respondent to be irue and correct the

complai.ant submitted an application form for booking ol an

aPartment in the project.

An Apartment Buyer Agreement was executed behveen the

complainantand ihe respondenton 06.06.2014 in respectof the

unit bearins no. E_401 ofTower E having super area o11862 sq'

f!.

'lhe conveynnce deed was registered on 24'11'2020 bcaring

regisrration no.2712.rDd Book No.1 wrth the concerned sub

regislrar oificc withoul delivery of physical Possession of dre

As per clause 7.1 oi the Apartment Buye' Agrcement dated

0606.2014, the respondent was liable to complete the

construct,on of the unit and handover phvsical possessron

ivithin a period ol 36 moDths from the date of execution oi

agreem ent. 'l'hercfore, thc due date ofdelivery otpossession !!as

06.06.2017. Howevcr, the respondent have failcd to deliver the

physical possession of the booked unit with completed

.onstruction works till date.

VII. That the complainant had already paid the total sale

consideration amount ofthe booked unit as and when demanded

by the respondent The comPlainant had invested her hard_

VI
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obligations

Relief sought

promises made bY lhe

in order to allure the

t has failed to abide his

by the complainant:

'Ihe complainant has sought following relief(s):

i. Dnect the respondent to pay delay possession charges at the

prescribed rate oi interest from due date of delivcrv ol

possession 06.06.2017 to the date of offer oi possession

30.11.2019.

ii. Direct the respondent to deliver possession olthe unit'

iii. to impose penalty on the respondent tor 
'on 

completion of

the club house ofMaceo till date

Reply by resPond€nt:

'Ihe respondent has made following submissions by wav of writtcn

l. 'lhat the complainani has approacbed the Authority with unclean

hands and ulterior motive so as to obtain lavorable orders bv

concealing material facts lt is pertjnent to highlight that the lacts

beingconcealed are materialfor the adjudication ofthe matter'

Il. !urther, in all fai.ness and abiding by the Apartment Buyer

Agreement dated 06.06 2014, the respondent paid an arnount of

Rs.3,67,299/'to the complainant in lieu of delayed possession

charSes, which has been deliberately concealed by the

complainant. The conplainant has not obiected to the said delaved

ey on the basis of false

at the time of booking

. However, the responden

(:.

D
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possession charges till date, thereby evidencing that the sa e has

II1. It is pertinentto mention hereir thatthe respondent on 30'112019

offered possession oi the unit no. E_401, Tower 'E', baving super

area o11862 sq. ft to the complainant vid' its otfer tor possession

cum demand letter dated 30.11.2019 whereir the complainant was

called upon to take the possessioD of the unit bv clearing thc

outstanding ducs of Rs.19,77 634/'bv 0601 2o2O'

lV. That therealter the complainant in compli'rnce to the above

nrcntioncd otLr ot possession cum demand letter dated

30.11.2019 on 18.01.2020 made a total outstaDding pavment of

Rs.17,95,418/ to the respondent, whercin the respondcnt

acliusted the First lronche ot the delay'd possession charges

amounting to Rs 1,76,216l_

V. It is pertinent to mention he.ein thattbe authori2ed representative

of the respondent was regularly following up and requestitrg thc

complainant to take possession of the unit However' the

complainant did not respond to the respondent's request and scni

an email to the respondent on 12 10'2020 requesting possession

Vl. 'lhat lurther again after repeated follow up bv the authoriTed

representative oi the respondent, the complainant sent a whatsapp

message io execute a registered conveyance deed in favor of the

Vll That the respondent herein acting diligertlv and in complEnce to

thc above mentioned whatsapp messages of October' 2020

registered the conveyance deed on 24'112020' lt is pertinent to
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mention herein that a bare perusal ol clause I ol thc co'veyance

deed clearly stipulates that the compiainant herein has fully

satisfied itself as to the qualiiy ot construction of the apartments

done and delivered i. accordaDce with the agreed terms and

conditions, drawings, dcsign and specifications etc and lurther all

or any issues concerning disputes and/or disagrecnrents betlveen

the parties have been amicably resolved fully and finally settled

3nd closed upon tbis decd' The re)evartexFa't from Clause_lofthe

conveyance deed dated 24112020 is herebv reproduccd:

:ii"iiuooe t^ t ttv 
',d,f"d 

it*tf os to the quattt! aJ const'uction ol the

1n,)ttnqb dra ond del.ercd n occotda4c" rin Lhp aataPo Ler"- a d

.,"",,,- O^-*- dett.- ord spetl'ot an' e ord \ o"doan'' rrh
;;:i';;;,;;",,' ',;";,, 

neiasorl an,, osrced between the vLNDaR dnd the

Lt,ttLL:t t'u,o",, olt at onv 65ues 
'oncetns 

dispu|es und/at dtsasteeneha

u"i", ,n" ,^iu ,' 'i' 
vtNDoR have been onicobt! t5otved futtr ond

'",',i'*r, 
"*, 

a'*-a 't 
cadt uDur tutt'o 

^toctn1 
ot 'hevrNtu t thr

,,-'i.", *., 
^' "* 

*N'en ttt? Potret th't ttt" o1\tq thtt;t
'",r",i,,s 

,. tLit Oua *ifi I'll knowledse af ult th' lows' tules rcqttattah\'

,)r6,it1"^. a, 1p]'r"'tt"*ifi 
'especL 

Lothe said hna und the Prote'L or't11

;',),,. ..;;',,", ,. "," ""o 
tr"d"taH"- ''." "'t'

'i,'',' , ,""',i ,"0" **. '":pon'a;ne"obrcot'a"' lo eo h 't t ott.n'

ttouses ol the so;e "

vur. iii. ."i",-, t" ",,te 
herein that the respondent again adjusted the

second tronche of the delayed possession charges amounting to

Rs.1,91,083/ in the hope that the complaintDt lvould timelv tnkc

possession olthe unn' It is further relevant to stale herein that thc

duc date of Possession as per the agreemeDt was 06'12'2017 and

the possession was ofiered on 30'11'2019 making a 724 dnys delav

'l'here lvere 124 days ol ibrcc majeure' aftcr deduciing thesc 124

.lays a total of 600 days of delay was there' That :ccordinslv the

delay possession chargcs calculated @Rs'10 per sq ft' per month

I Complaint No.61os of2o22
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amounted to

lX. Inview ofthe aforesaid submlssions, the instant complainant ought

to be dismissed with exemplary costs payabl€ to the respondent

6. Copies of all the relevant documents have been filed and placed on

.ecord.Their authenticity is notin dispute Hence, thecomplaint can

be decided on the basis of these undisputed documents and

submission made by the Pariies

lurisdiction of lh€ authority:

]'he Authority observes that it ha! territorial as \reu as sublcct

m.rtter jurisdiction to adjudicate the Present complaint for the

rcasons given below.

CompLa ntNu b105 ui20Z2

Rs3b7.2q9l which hds been ddiuried bv rl'e

u.

7.

E.l Territorialjurisdiction

tJ. As per noiification no 7/92/2077'7TCP dated 1412 2017 issued bv

'lown and Countfy lrlanning Depariment the jurisdiction of Rcal

Esrate Regulatory Authorry, Gurugram shall be entire Gurugranr

District ibr all purpose wilh oflices situated in Gurugram' ln the

present case, the project in question is situated within the pl'rnning

area of Gu.ugram district. Therefore, this Authority has complete

territorial jurisdiction to dealwith the present complaint'

E.Il Subiect matter lurisdictlon

9. S€ction 11(4)(al of the Act,2016 provides that the promoier shall be

responsible to the allottee as per agreement for sale Section

11[4)[a] is reproduced as hereunder:
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Be re\DonrblP tor att ohlqattont- tesponnDlnP' lnd tu 'bn' unde' th"

1.".-"i",'' i ini' e" , 
' 
ni .t4 ord rylutorcas nad' Lh- ?undet or to t h'

iri"ii. '"i",,t",s,*-*, ta' 'atc ot ta th" o'.a'ut oa ot otlottce os th?

,"'."-.,' i, utt ,''i, -*t.^.e at -t thP dpot tI"'L' ata( ot bn1'tns' a'
il. ,:,ii -.i" t". * rt" "i"u"e 

;r the connoh oreos to the asociotion of

ouotree ar ie conpeenr outhoriry, os the cdse nav be:

10. So. in v,ew oithe provisions oi the Act quoted above the Authority

has complete jurisdiction to decide the complaint regarding non

compliance of obligat,ons by the promoter leaving aside

compensation which is to be decided bv the adjudicating officer if

pur"ued by the compldinan! dr a later stage'

F. Flndings on lhe reliefsought bv tie co plaimnt'

F.t Direct the respondent to pay delay possession charges at

the prescrtbed rate of inter€st from due date of d€llv€ry of

po;ession 06.06.2017 lo the date of off€r of possession

30.1r,20r9 and deliver possesslotr of th€ unil'

F.ll To impos€ penalty on the respondent for non'completion

of the club house of llilaceo till datc

11. The abovemendoned reliefs are interconnected thus' are taken

together. In the present complaint, the complainant intends to

continue with the pro)ect and is seeking possession and delay

possession charges along with interest on the amount paid' Proviso

to section 18 provides that where an allottee does not intend to

withdraw from the project he shall be paid' bv the promoter'

interest for every month ofdelay, till the handing over otpossession'

at such rate as mav be prescribed and it has been prescribed under

r le 15 ofthe rules.

I c"m.laint No.6105 of2022
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compra'nr No. 6105 of 2022

"Section 1A: - Retum ol atuorht dnd compqetion
13A) tf the ptonoter foih to conplete or is unobte to give

pas*sioh ofon aportnqt, plot, or buil.ling, -
Prcvided thot whe.e an olottee daes nat ntentl to withdnq

frcn the p.akct, he sholl be paid, b! the prcnoter, ihterestlot ever!
nonth oldelo!, till the hondns overolthe pa\session, otsuch roteos
na! be ptescribed

12. whether the complalnant can claim d€layed possession charges

after execution ofth€ conveyanc€ deed ?

lhe respondent statcd that the conveyance dced ol the unrt his

already been executed in favour of the complainant on 24.11.2020.

The transaction between the parties stands concluded upon the

execution of conveyance deed.

13. It had been cont€nded by the respondent that on ex.cution of the

conveyance deed, the relationship between both the pariies stands

concluded and no right or liabilities can be asserted by the

respondent or the complainant against the other. 'Iheretore, the

complainant is stopped lrom claiming any intcrcn in the ficts and

circunrstances of the case.

14. Itis important to lookatthe definition of the term "deed itself in

ordcr to understand the extent of the relationship between the

allottee and the promoter. A deed is a writtcn documeDt or an

instrument that is sealed, signed, delivered by all the parties to the

contract i.e., buyer and seller. It is a contractual document that

includes legally valid terms and is enforceable in a court of law. lt is

N.rndatory that a sale dced should be rn writing and both thc Parlies

involved must sign the document. Thus,

essentially one wh€rein the seller transfers all

conveyance deed is

rights to legally own,
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keep and en)oy a particular asset, immovable o. nrovable' I:r this

c.rsc, the :ssets under consideratron are immovable proPerty on

siBning a conveyance deed, the original owner translers all legal

rights over the property in question to the buver, against a val'd

considcration usually monetary. Thereiore, a "convevnnce decd or

"sale deed" implies that the selle. signs a docum.nt stating that nll

aulhority and ownership of the propcrtv in question has been

transferred to the buyer.

15. from the above rt rs clenr that on execution of a salc/convcvnic'

deed, only the titlc ard intcres! in the srid immovabl' propertv

(herein thc allotted unit) is transferred lloivever, the coDveyancc

deeil does not concludc the relationship or marks an end to ihe

liabilities and obligationt of the promoler tolvards the s'r'd unil

whcr.by the right, title and interest has been translerred in thc

nrnre oithe allottee on execution ofthe conveyance deed

16 'l-he allottee has invested her hard_earned monev and there is no

doubt that the pronroter has been enjoyinE bencfits ot and drc ncxt

nep is to get her title perieced by execuling the convevance dccd

rlhich is the statutory right of the allottee. A1so, the obligation o f the

devcloper'promoter does not end with the exccution ol n

conveyance deed.'l'hereforc, in turtherancc to thc llonbl] Apex

Court judgement and the law laid down in case trtled as Wg Cdr'

Arilur Rahmon Khan and Aleva Sultona and Orc' vs DLF

Southern Homes tut Ltd (now k ou'/n as BECUR OMR

Hones Pvt. Ltd ) and Ors. (civil appeal no 6239 of 2019 ) dated

24.08.2020, the relevant paras are reproduced herein below:
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"34 The deftlopet hos 
^a. 

dispukd thee connmicotians Thaugh th* are lotr
connunicorian; issued bv the developer' the appeltonB subntted thot thry arc r't
isalated obeftotions bu.lt into .he potten The devetaper does nar stut' 

'hat 
it

\|os witlks to olb $e llat puthoes p68ion of th.n loB ond the hsht ta

dtde c;Ne!;;e ol tne fu6 ilhite rcsetoin| .hen ctoin lor @npeh tian lat
detdy or th; con rr, the tenor oJ the connunicotions indicotes thot \9hite

tano th? Dtids oi 'a4v"vt 4.c, th? lo, bulc^ ee anedtho'nototrat

"',"""i,,"*"^,". nautd b. o Pptobt' rhP lo burea w'e Pn?n"olt\

prcsented with an unlon .hoie ol enher retuinins thcn isha b pu5u? thttt
.loins tin \9hi.h .vent th?y would not set posesnn or ttle in the n@nrine) ot 10

f.Bok; ke ctoins in ord.r ta peiect theh tidd to .he loB for which thev hdw
poid vallable canriderutian tn thj bockdrop .he si ple qresion *hich M need to

oddres is wheker o llot bqer who espo6es a cldin ogoinst the develapet lor
detoPd oo:?' on.o^ o<o taa-ecu"nt? ol oona -a bP aqpPh"J ndel?t ttu at t

o ;b@F o "onv?ro " ,o p"tkd d.tr ttte wautd 'a ou' i? . b" nta h tt!
urftosonobk .oi\ped thot in od.t to pu6ue o 

'tam Jot canp?hsa'ian lat
detoyed handins over al passion the puihdset nu* indelnitetv deler abtotntns

a .;Nerance;f the preniss putch@d a. iJ ther seek ta obtoit o D??n ol
caNey; nce h l;& ke ne ish. to clotn conpensonon Thb bo cntt! i 5 o pasnia n

ih hich the NcDRc hot 6po6ed. u/. @nnot @ntamrce thdehw

ts. the flot Dut\ldad lNer4 rh.ir hord ?aned non?! h + a4lt rco\anobl' to

ae tne thot t\? net taqt.ot t p ,s fu, rhr pu\ho\.t to pql"d th. rtt" tn thP

.--,*,"h'.nhfueu";-']o," pJ hP^bt nu th? stb "''at
the devetopet 6 .hot the purchos* lo1oket L\e rcnedv beJore th? onsunet l:orunt

b\ ?ana J UPeo ot turtdJor e ro o...Pt .u' h o ' 
on*'rdton wa'ld l?od b on

-b ttt 
-on<,arn\; 

al ftqrr-s thd putho tenhettoooo\ra"tPn'toqr-d
'*-u- nrioania ae a,itton.e ot to t\d$nn.t! oetor 

'h? ' 
te\- on orth"

Deed ol c;hve/anc. Pqdins PrcrlocEd cohsnt litisodon "

17. The Authorty has already taken a view in Cr. No 4o31l20r9 and

others tided as Varun Aupta y/s Emoar MGr Land limited and

otrers and observed t'hat the execrtion ofa conveyance deed does

not conclude the relationship or marks an end to the liabilities and

obl,gations of the promoter towards the subject unit and upon

taking possession, and/or executing convevance deed, thecomplaint

never gave up his statutory right to seek delayed possession charges

as per the provisions ofthe said Act

18. Alter cons,deration oi all the iacts and circumstances, the Authority

holds that even after execution ot the conveyance deed, the

Complarnt No 6105 of 2022
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complainant/allottee cannot be precluded from her right to seek

delay possession charges from the respondent-promoter.

19. Admrssibltlty ofgrace pedod: The promoterwas obUgated to hand

over the possession otthe unit by 06.12.2017 as the same has been

undertaken by the respondent in claus€ 7.1 ofthe agreement to sell

dated 06.06.2014.

20. Admissibility of delay possession charges at prescribed rale of

interest: Proviso to sectron 18 provides that where an allottc' does

not intend io withdraw tronr the pro,ect, hc shnll be paid. b)' lhe

promoter, inter.st tor every month of delry, till the handing over ol

possession, at such raie as may be prescribed and it has be'n

prescribed under rule 15 ofthe rules. Rule 15 has been reproduced

"Rule 15, P.es$lbed .ate ol ittercst' IProvin to se'tion 12

section 1s and eb'vction (1) on., subsection (7) ot section 1el
(t) lo.the puryak ofprovisa ta sectbn12j vcttan 13:ond sub'

ti,t.* f+l o,a izl ol n,t 
" 

t9, the "interc$ dt the tote p'escnbed'

thatlbe the Stute Bonk oflh,tia hshest na tout con aJlendtn! ft't'

tt.trled thut n Luse the state Bonk aJ lnt)ru tnorsrlot'ast altehd)n!'

mte [MC.,R) 6 not in u\e it sholl be rcpldced h! suth ben'hnerk
lendiho ntes which the SLate Bahkollndid hor lx l'on LlnE to fihe

fot tendns Lo the |enerul Pubh..

21.'lhe legislature in its wisdom in the subordinate legislation und'r the

provision of rule 15 ofthe rules, has deternlined the prescribed ratc

of interest. The rate of interest so determined bv the legislature' is

.easonable and ii the said rule is followed to award the interest' it

willensure uniform p.actice in all the cases

22 (i,nsequcnlly. as per website ol the State Bank ol India 
''c'

lrt1p!l/sb-L!o.D, the marginal cost of lending rate lin sho(, I'ICLR]

compldrnr No 6r05ot2022
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as on date i.e., 10.07.2024 is 8.95%. Accordinglv, the prescribed rate

olinterest will be marginal cost oflending rate +2% i.e, 10.95%.

23 Th. definition of term 'interest' as def,ined under section 2(,al ofthe

Act provides that the rate ofinterest chargeable from the allottee by

the promoter, in case ofdefault, shallbe equalto the rate ofinterest

which the promoter shall be liable to pay the allottec, in cJse oi

default.The relevant section is reproduced below:

(zo) ' inteten' neans the ruEs oI interen paloble bv the Prcnoter a'
the allouee,osthe cose ino! be.

t,ptrFot,nn- lat tr" put Dore ofthistlan.
ti) the rcte ol intcr\t.horgeoble lrom the ollottee b! the plonoter'

in @\e of defuutt, sholl be equo] ta the tute ol tntetenwhi'h the

p.onote. shall be liable to pat the otlauee, n co:e ol defouk

li)ihe inbren poyable bv the prcmote. to the allottee sholl be Jronl
the.lote theptunoter rcceived the dmountoranr p!'t thercal lt
the date the anouht ar pon theteof and ihtercst thereon tt
refunded, ond the intercst povable bt the ollattee to th' prcnoLet

\ittl bc ton thc llote the allo ee ,lclAuks in Nlntent to the

Pnnate. titl the daLe it is Pdtdi

24. Therefore. interest on the delav pavments from the complainant

shall be charged at the prescrlbed rate ie., 10.95% bv the

respondent/promoter which is the same as is b'in8 granted lo dr'

complajnant in case ofdelay€d possession charges'

25 Upon considering the documents and submissions concerning the

alleged violation ofstaxrtory provisions, the Authority is oithe view

that the respondent has violated Section 11(4)(al of the Act bv

hiling to deliver possession oithe property by the agreed'upon date

stipulated in Clause 7.1 of the sale agreement dated 06'07 2014

According to this clause, ihe respondent was obligated to deliver

possessioD ofthe unit to the complainant with in 36 months nun the

date of agreemenfs execution, i.e., by 06 07'20lT Additionally' the
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parties had mutually agreed to a grace period of 180 davs'

l'hercfore. the deadline for handing over possession extended to

06.12.2017. The respondent eventuallv oilered possession ol thc

unit on 30.112019, subsequent to obtaining the occlrpation

ccftificate on 28.11.2019, and the coDveyance deed was executed

on 2411.2020 'lhe complaiilanl received possession ofthe unil on

25.11.2023, significantly beyond the stipulated timeframe Thus' it is

evident that the resPondent did not offer possession of the unit

wthin the asreed time period. The resPondent has statcd th't an

.mount of Rs..3.67299l_ has been paid by the respondent to the

complaiDant on account of delayed possession charges' which has

beenaccePtedwithoutanyprotestbythecompl:inant

26 Accordingly, the non compliance ofthe mandtte contained in sc'tion

11(al(al read w,th proviso to section 18(ll of the Act on thc p'rrt of

the respondent is established' As such the allottee' shallbe paid' bv

the promoter, interest ior every month ol delay fronl due date of

possession i.e, 06.12.2017 till ofier of possession plus tivo months

as per section 18[1] of the Ad of 2016 read with rule 15 of the rulcs

atter deducting the amounr already paid by the respondent to the

complainaDt on account ofdelaved possession charget' if anv'

H. Dire.tions ofthe Authority

?7 Hence the Authoritv hereby passes this o'der and issue the

followins dircctions under sectio' 37 oi the Ad to ensure

compliance of obligations casted upon the promotcrs as per the

i,,nctions entrustcd to the authoritv under scction 34(il

I ComplarntNo.6l0s ol zuzl
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28. C

29. ti

Tbe respondent is directed to pay the interest at thc

rate i.e., 10.95% per annum aor every month of delay

amount paid by the complaina.t from due date of

i.e., 06.72.2017 till offer of possession plus 2

obtaining the occupation certificate from the

authoritre' or d,ludl handover of po\ses\ron.

earlier as per section 18(11 ofthe Act of 2016 read with e 15

of the rules after d e amount already paid !he

respondent to the ant on account of

llated:10.07

GUI?UGRAM

Ilaryana Real Estate Regulatory

!


