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BEFORE THE HARYANA REAL ESTATE REGULATORY

AUTHORITY, GURUGRAM
Complaint no. : 5957 0of 2023
Date of complaint : 22.01.2024
Date of order : 23.10.2024

Sushma Rani
R/o: - OC- 405, Sukh Sagar Apartments,
Plot no. 12, Sector-9, Dwarka, New Delhi-110077. Complainant

1. M/s Tashee Land Developers.ﬁ
2. KNS Infracon Private Limited,
Both Having Registered O,fﬂce at;) HNR T N

517 A, Narain Manzil, ZBBmKhaml?a‘RMd, I

Cannaught Place, New Delhi—ilﬁ%@@l ? Respondents

CORAM: = »"ERWE

Ashok Sangwan N\ - TNy Member
e ‘:__I_- I | : , j’ iw .

APPEARANCE: &N I It | VO

Pankaj Kumar Yadav (AdVO(;ate) . : Complainant

Abhay Jain & Rishabh Jain (Ad%éﬁteﬂ ' Respondents

% ?- OBD%

1. Thiscomplaint has been ﬁled by the complamant/allottee under section
31 of the Real Estate (Regulation and Development) Act, 2016 (in short,
the Act) read with rule 28 of the Haryana Real Estate (Regulation and
Development) Rules, 2017 (in short, 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 obligations, responsibilities and functions
under the provision of the Act or the Rules and regulations made
thereunder or to the allottee as per the agreement for sale executed

inter se.
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Unit and project related details

2. The particulars of unit details, sale consideration, the amount paid by

the complainant, date of proposed handing over the possession, delay

period, if any, have been detailed in the following tabular form:

S.No. | Heads Information
Project name and location | ‘Capital Gateway, Sector-111, Gurugram
& Project area 10.462 acres
3 Nature of the project Residential
4, DTCP license no. and}34 of2011 dated 16.04.2011 valid upto
validity status ‘»‘:@5@4 2024
5. Name of licensee 5\‘-" s W'Infracon Pvt. Ltd. and others
6. RERA reglstered/ not *r Regls?ered vide regd. No. 12 of 2018
registered P ,,Ld\atgg 10.01.2018
T. Unit no. AV / 1;;;&2%;2“ floor; tower C,
' (pg 22 of complalnt)
8. Date of execution ~10f[30,08.2013 -
buyers’ agreement (pg 20 of comp]amt)
9. Payment plan "~ | " | Construction linked
10. Basic sale price;"-"" “_ | |Rs.56,41,650/-
. " T | _
1y (p.‘g-._}z,:il--pftomplaint)
11. Total amount pald by ‘the-[-Rs:76,17,200/-
complainanty & & § ﬁ cgsjper demand notice dated 29.01.2021
"1/~ 1% on page5200feomplaint)
12. Possession Clause ™y | Clause 2.1
\ 7| \J x.f'.SiiléjéGf to ‘Clause 9 herein or other
CIrCUMSEANCES . coiovois sromsssssiien , the First
Party/Confirming Party proposes to
handover the possession of the flat to the
purchaser within approximate period of
36 months from the date of sanction of
the building plans of the said colony.
The Purchaser agrees and understands
that the First Party/Confirming Party
shall be entitled to a grace period of
180(one hundred and eighty) days,
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after expiry of 36 months, for applying
and obtaining occupation certificate in
respect of the Colony from the

concerned authority....
(Emphasis supplied)
(page 26 of complaint)
13. Date of sanction of building | 07.06.2012
plans (As per information obtained from

planning branch)

14. Due date of delivery of|07.12.2015

possession : .(Calculated from the date of sanction of
¢ _.f"-i‘ldmg plans + Grace period of 6 months
b 3 ;- owed to the respondent in view of
~\ ,“‘*o der.dated 08.05.2023 passed by the
4% /| Hon'ble Appellate Tribunal in Appeal No.
z*’é’i 0 4‘33*0]’ 2022 tilted as Emaar MGF Land
£ T . . Limited Vs Babia Tiwari and Yogesh
IS/ | Tiwari)
15. Offer of possession | Not offered -
16. Occupation clgﬁﬁ__cate | | Not obtained.
B. Facts of the complalht i ‘;‘; o’ Y/
f %

3. The complainant has made the folloW‘i”’ ng éubm1551ons -

[. That the complainant was alla&e%an ?yanment/ﬂat bearing no. 202,
2rd floor, Tower C measurmg 19911 sq.ft. in prolect of the respondents
named “Capital.Gateway”, Secmr 111, Gurgaon vide flat buyer’s
agreement dated 30.08.2013 for a basic sale consideration of
Rs.56,41,650/- against which the complainant has made a payment of
Rs. 76,17,200/- to the respondents in all as and when demanded by
the respondents.

I[I. That as per clause 2.1 of the agreement, the respondents had agreed
to deliver the possession of the flat within 36 months from sanctioning

of building plan of the said residential project i.e. 07.06.2012.
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IIl.  That the respondents contrary to the schedule of construction linked
plan furnished to the complainant raised new demand of Rs.491364 /-
‘on or before offer of possession’ on 29.01.2021, in spite of the fact that
concrete has been done in the last five-six years to meet the
requirements of occupancy certificate. In the absence of the occupancy
certificate, the respondents cannot raise the demand which is subject

to obtention of occupancy certificate issued by the competent

authority. ey

IV.

r;gfand dllatory tactics unfalrly to

Nt carin Eﬁ’ﬂr cgi'npletmg the project in
3’ .. ‘§’ WW
promised time SP@ g e -

fleece the comp

V. That the respoﬁdents have ab;ed m an unlawful manner to derive
unlawful gains and cause huge lbsses to the other buyers similarly like
complainant. lmtlally by making false representations, the

respondents convinced- th&

gy ™

thereafter failed to complette”fh prolect within promised time.

Therefore, due &t)ﬁh& sai %l%vfu@agts oi the respondents, the

complainant is constramed to Pproach thls Authonty for justice and

pj%lgnant to purchase a flat and

exercise the legal remedy avai able.
C. Relief sought by the complainant:
4. The complainant has sought following relief{(s):

. Direct the respondent to pay delay possession charges.
II. Direct the respondent to pay Rs.50,000/- towards expenses
incurred for getting loan sanctioned from bank.
[II.  Direct the respondent to pay an amount of Rs.5,00,000/- towards
harassment, agony suffered by the complainant and Rs.50,000/-
towards litigation charges.
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D. Reply by the respondents.
5. Therespondents have contested the complaint on the following grounds:
i.  That the respondents had applied for environment clearance on
20.10.2011. However, the decision and issuance of certificate to the
promoter/developer remained in abeyance for a long time due to
sudden demise of the Chairman of Environmental Impact Assessment
(EIA) Committee in an unfortunate road accident. The developer
finally got the environment c_}‘egz_x_;ance on 17.06.2013. Owing to this, the

construction work of the prf)j <. glf.-started late.

ii. Thatthe respondents had

of the respondents the p’lanslwer approVEd by the department only

M_.i

after a delay of Z&eﬁrs meg mthls the const:@uctmn of project could

not be started in thmely ma nner.

S

iii. ~ That the complamants in the presént case are 'not consumers rather

‘investors’ who falls outSIde the pum%w of the Act, 2016 more

specifically in view of. l:he mre mb e-gf the’ Act, 2016 which states to

ey 1'1? -

protect the interest of the mmérs

iv. Thaton 13.08. 2013 the flat b er’s agreement was executed between
the parties, wherem flat bearmg no.202 27, Floor, C Tower was
allotted to the complainant. -

v.  That the development activities in the said project has been vastly
affected due to people like complainant who have failed to pay their
dues in timely manner.

vi.  That the provisions of the Act, 2016 have been propagated for the
benefit of innocent customers and not the investors like the
complainant in the present complaint.

vii.  All other averments made in the complaint are denied in toto.
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Copies of all the relevant documents have been filed and placed on the
record. Their authenticity is not in dispute. Hence, the complaint can be
decided on the basis of these undisputed documents and submission
made by the parties.

Jurisdiction of the authority

The authority observes that it has territorial as well as subject matter
jurisdiction to adjudicate the present complaint for the reasons given

below.

E.I Territorial iurisdictiﬁi
As per notification no. 1/92/2 01 gI‘CP dated 14.12.2017 issued by

4"
™

Town and Country Pl%nlﬁ;;é Dj%
Regulatory Author}tﬁ'}}gé&mﬁgr;

.

[ R \ 2
all purpose with offices situated in Gurugram: In the present case, the

project in questiof;_ is situated within the planning area of Gurugram
District, therefore ﬁﬁéaaufhorfty has ;%orﬂpli__ate?-tefritorial jurisdiction to

L% - i i Y~y
deal with the present.complaint. ;'[ i o/

N N el
EIl  Subject matterjurisdiction™" .
= RV S,
Section 11(4)(a) of the Act,"2016-provides that the promoter shall be

responsible to th%ll??ttg’%s g%a%eer%e{t fgf%ale. Section 11(4)(a) is
2 2L AR L4 B Bt :

reproduced as hereunder;

Section 11

(4) The promoter shall-

(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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10.

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.

So, 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.

Findings on the objections raised by the respondents.
F.1 Objection regarding the complainant being investor.
The respondents have taken a stand that the complainant is an investor

and not a consumer. Therefore;she is not entitled to the protection of
the Act and is not entitled togﬁl  the ¢ ymplaint under section 31 of the
Act. The Authority observes’t

y aggrieved person can file a

.&1\ i i \‘- y Ny
complaint against thqﬁp_{o;;nnj;eé' he promoter contravenes or violates
._:_)"'. ..'.:’_-': h_‘?‘f .-I._.: r'_ . --'.'.v_‘uh 4 ‘.”;" -
any provisions of theActor ru s or regulationsimade thereunder. Upon
careful perusal ggfﬁlgthe terms and conditions of the flat buyer’s
AN )Y, 121 . .
agreement dated '@_‘Q.@B.Zﬂiﬁ itis revealed that the complainant is a
buyer, and she hé@s'@aidtpta[_;prﬁ:e of Rs.76,17,200/- to the promoter
towards purchase of an“apartment in. its project. At this stage, it is
\ Vgl »hr wémdh'-—- - R\ T
important to stress upon_thexdefinition 6fterm allottee under the Act,
the same is reproduc ‘
e i ‘:’-'

“2(d) "allottee d?n relgtion eal ‘project means the person to
whom a plot, apartment or building, as the case may be, has been
allotted, Sold (whether as fréehold or lleaséhold) or otherwise
transferred _by._the \promoter; and “includes the person who
subsequently acquires the said allotment through sale, transfer or
otherwise but does not include a person to whom such plot,
apartment or building, as the case may be, is given on rent;”

In view of above-mentioned definition of "allottee” as well as all the
terms and conditions of the agreement, it is crystal clear that the
complainant is an allottee as the subject unit was allotted to her by the

promoter. Further, the concept of investor is not defined or referred in

the Act. Moreover, the Maharashtra Real Estate Appellate Tribunal in its
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order dated 29.01.2019 in appeal no. 0006000000010557 titled asM/s
Srushti Sangam Developers Pvt. Ltd, Vs. Sarvapriya Leasing (P) Lts.
And anr. has also held that the concept of investor is not defined or
referred in the Act. In view of the above, the contention of promoter that
the allottee being investor is not entitled to protection of this Act stands
rejected.

G. Findings on the relief sought by the complainant.

G.1 Direct the respondent to pay delay possession charges.

11. The complainant intends to“continue with the project and is seeking

delay possession charges ag
18(1) of the Act. Sec. 18(1) pro@ep ﬁf’ééd_s as under.

“Section 18§Rg§r§rmpf3fﬁ ur Mrigqmpensation

18(1). If thepromoter fails 0. completeorisunable to give possession

of an apartment plot, or building, — A% A

................ R N S . 1 9
Provided that where.an fgﬂortee-rdb‘és\ngt ifiteﬁ’d to withdraw Sfrom the project,
he shall be paid, by the promoter, mtere.gt for ‘every month of delay, till the
handing over of the passession, at such rate as may be prescribed.””

VO ||| (Emphasissupplied)

12. Clause 2.1 of the ﬂa,t”"‘buyers a fee@gﬁt_ﬂfﬁ'ted 30.08.2013 (in short,
% @ p '-a@;lna_%f_f . 7

agreement) provides fbr‘.ﬁéﬁ‘din_g..qvef of possession and is reproduced

I

i
E b T

below: o & W
2.1 Possession T AT P AT

“Subject to clause 9 or any other circumstances rot anticipated and beyond
control of the first party/conforming party\and any restraints/restrictions
from any court/authorities and subject to the purchaser having complied
with all the terms of this agreement including but not limited timely
payment of total sale consideration and stamp duty and other charges and
having complied with all provisions, formalities documentation etc. as
prescribed by the first party/conforming party proposes to handover
the possession of the flat to the purchaser within approximate period
of 36 months from the date of sanction of building plans of the said
colony. The purchaser agrees and understands that the first
party/conforming party shall be entitled to a grace period of 180 days
after the expiry of 36 months for applying and obtaining OC in respect
of the colony from the concerned authority...”

(Emphasis supplied)

V
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At the outset, it is relevant to comment on the preset possession clause
of the agreement wherein the possession has been subjected to all kinds
of terms and conditions of this agreement and application, and the
complainant not being in default under any provisions of these
agreements and compliance with all provisions, formalities and
documentation as prescribed by the promoter. The drafting of this

clause and incorporation of such conditions are not only vague and

uncertain but so heavily loadec;fjnfavour of the promoter and against

The 1ncorp0rat10n of such clause if' the buyers agreement by the
promoter is just to evade the liabllltyntoward§ timely delivery of subject
unit and to deprlye tFle allotteesmf thelr ri%ht accruing after delay in

possession. This 1s‘]ust taqcomment gs %how the builder has misused

2 5153

his dominant posm()nusanqy _-_QUEh sMischievous clause in the

RE
agreement and tl:;e allott_ees 'ﬁ“e‘léf?’ wnth no optmn but to sign on the

dotted lines. : _I; A @%3

Due date of possessnon and adiﬁlsslblllty of grace period: The

mm—

respondents/prometer--propose% to hand over the possession of the
said unit within a period of 36 months from the date of sanction of
building plans. The building plans were approved on 07.06.2012.
Therefore, the due date of handing over possession comes out to be
07.06.2015. It is further provided in agreement that promoters shall be
entitled to a grace period of 180 days for applying and obtaining the
occupancy certificate in respect of the colony from the concerned

authority. The said grace period is allowed in terms of order dated
Page 9 of 15
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08.05.2023 passed by the Hon’ble Appellate Tribunal in Appeal No. 433
of 2022 tilted as Emaar MGF Land Limited Vs Babia Tiwari and
Yogesh Tiwari wherein it has been held that if the allottee wishes to
continue with the project, he accepts the term of the agreement
regarding grace period of three months for applying and obtaining the
occupation certificate. The relevant portion of the order dated

08.05.2023, is reproduced as under: -

“As per aforesaid clause of the agreement, possession of the unit was to be
delivered within 24 months frd,m ;gpf execution of the agreement i.e.
by 07 03.2014. As per the aboitg sa e 11(a) of the agreement, a grace
‘ _é upation Certificate etc. has been
Cer ﬁcate dated 11.11.2020 placed

provided. The perusal of the Oce pa
at page no. 317 of the g( bdo
applied for grant q ' Oc tion Ce 'j i
ultimately granted.o ﬁ.ﬂ 202 _ It G _g,o

apply and obtaing Oce pat:on ortif icate from the ancemed authonty As
per section 18 of‘t&e ct, if the pro,@ct of the promoter is delayed and if the
allottee wishes to withdraw then he h ‘the option to withdraw from the
project and seek mfu d of the amqunt,pr if the allottee does not intend to
withdraw from thc;,&o;ect and wlfshes to continue with the project, the
allottee is to be paidiinterest byt the promoter for each month of the delay. In
our opinion if the aHaetee wishes to continue with the project, he accepts the
term of the agreemén{ regarduxg gmcg period of three months for applying
and obtaining the ocr.‘up,atrdn;ce ] ),-in view of the above said
circumstances, the appelfa [ ‘gter is entitled to avail the grace

period so prowge the a - eg pfy and obtaining the
Occupation Ce ;I‘hus, s:é period of 3 months as
per the prows:o lause 1 Uienis the total completion

period becomes ;7 months. Thus, the que date of delivery of possession
comes out to 07. 06.2014 121 I

15. In view of the above ]udgement and con51der1ng the provisions of the

Act, the authority is of the view that, the promoter is entitled to avail the
grace period so provided in the agreement for applying and obtaining
the occupation certificate. Therefore, including a grace period of 180
days, the due date of handing over of possession comes out to be
07.12.2015.
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16. Admissibility of delay possession charges at prescribed rate of

17.

18.

19.

interest: Proviso to section 18 provides that where an allottee does not
intend to withdraw from the project, he shall be paid, by the promoter,
interest for every month of delay, till the handing over of possession, at

such rate as may be prescribed and it has been prescribed under rule
15 of the rules. Rule 15 has been reproduced as under:

Rule 15. Prescribed rate of interest- [Proviso to section 12, section 18
and sub-section (4) and subsection (7) of section 1 9]
(1)  For the purpose of provise-to section 12; section 18; and sub-

sections (4) and (7)..0f section 19, the “interest at the rate

prescribed” shall be ihe tat {%ﬁk of India highest marginal cost
of lending rate +29%.: *; 2

&Qge Bank of India marginal cost
of lending rai {MCE ,{s’r@ inuse, it shall be replaced by such
benchmqﬁgfémfmg ‘ates w gﬁa the State Bank of India may fix

from t:'mej‘b time faglg@a{; 1g.to the g,eneral public.

The legislature 1qf@rwlsdom ithe: subor%dlnate legislation under the
provision of rule 15 oi" the rules,‘ﬁas determine%xhe prescribed rate of
interest. The rate of 1ntere§t sb determmed by the legislature, is
reasonable and if fhegmd rule 1s§foll wed to ward the interest, it will
ensure uniform practrce«imalf’gh e @.. P/

Consequently, as per webé;t&msrf;the State Bank of India i.e

https://sbi.co. in.t-h
on date i.e., 23. 102

*

_ qr_ nql cﬁs@qf lending rate (in short, MCLR) as
4is 9.10 u‘Accordmgly, _the prescribed rate of
interest will be marginal cost of l’egdmg rate +2% i.e., 11.10%.

The definition of term ‘interest’ as defined under section 2(za) of the 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" means the rates of interest payable by the promoter or the
allottee, as the case may be.

Explanation. —For the purpose of this clause—
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(i)  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;

(ii)  the interest payable by the promoter to the allottee shall be from
the date the promoter received the amount or any part thereof till
the date the amount or part thereof and interest thereon is
refunded, and the interest payable by the allottee to the promoter
shall be from the date the allottee defaults in payment to the
promoter till the date it is paid;”

Therefore, interest on the delay payments from the complainant shall

be charged at the prescribed rate ie, 11.10% by the

respondents/promoter whlch xs~;he same as is being granted to the

made by both the parties, theg_ ath
isin contravennonﬁf&hg%ecu%;; i X\ ! é‘}«gﬁhej\ct by not handing over
possession by thﬁdge;ﬂate as per Fhe ‘dgreelaizlécl:ltI By virtue of clause 2.1
of the buyer’s agge”é’rr{ent exe%.ltqd b#tv«éeen ghﬁ parnes, the possession
of the subject ap%?@n@t ‘was to .' dehveriﬂ /within a period of 36

ing pmng which comes out to be

1:;:, l:he due date of handing over

VET, g“‘é reslipndents have failed to

the reasons quofgd bo_gje
handover possessmn of the sub]ect apartment till date of this order.

possession was

Accordingly, it is “the l‘a’llure of the’ respondent/promoter to fulfil its
obligations and responsibilities as per the agreement to hand over the
possession within the stipulated period. Further, the authority observes
that there is no document on record from which it can be ascertained as
to whether the respondent has applied for occupation certificate/part
occupation certificate or what is the status of construction of the

project. Hence, this project is to be treated as on-going project and the
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provisions of the Act shall be applicable equally to the builder as well as
allottees.

Accordingly, it is the failure of the promoter to fulfil its obligations and
responsibilities as per the agreement dated 30.08.2013 to hand over the
possession within the stipulated period. Accordingly, the non-
compliance of the mandate contained in section 11(4)(a) read with
proviso to section 18(1) of the Act on the part of the respondent is

established. As such, the allotg_ee;__ghall be paid by the promoter, interest

offer of possession plus 2 mon
from the competent authfm |
whichever is earller, agper :
rule 15 of the rul@’s&

G. Il Direct the rgspondent to gpag RSSO“*OOO/ towards expenses
incurred for gettigg loan sanctloned from bank.
The complainant is seeklng; an addltlonal relief w.r.t payment of

expenses amountlng to RS.,E';O OOOj incurred for getting the loan
sanctioned from ﬁnancial fl’l"{i_tléﬂqgl‘l However the complainant has
neither pleaded tesgchargeinilre complam;por has pressed the said
relief during pendency ofcomplaint. Moreover, there is not even a
single document _-av_a__l_lable o'n_ rg{fb[d which can’ substantiate the claim
of the complainant. lh view ofhtfxe'a‘b'ove, the said relief is declined.

G.III Direct the respondent to pay an amount of Rs.5,00,000/- towards
harassment, agony suffered by the complainant and Rs.50,000/-
towards litigation charges.

The complainant is seeking relief w.r.t. compensation in the above-
mentioned relief. Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in civil appeal nos.
6745-6749 of 2021 titled as M/s Newtech Promoters and Developers
Pvt. Ltd. V/s State of Up & Ors., has held that an allottee is entitled to
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claim compensation & litigation charges under sections 12,14,18 and
section 19 which is to be decided by the adjudicating officer as per
section 71 and the quantum of compensation & litigation expense shall
be adjudged by the adjudicating officer having due regard to the factors
mentioned in section 72. The adjudicating officer has exclusive
jurisdiction to deal with the complaints in respect of compensation &
legal expenses. Therefore, for claiming compensation under sections
12, 14, 18 and section 19 of the Act, the complainant may file a separate

complaint before Adjudica under Section 31 read with

section 71 of the Act and rule‘ f the

Directions of the authﬁrll:y ;_ri_"” "*h - )

Hence, the authon@ hereby"pa se ii' is ag‘der and issues the following
tht LT m&m

directions under’ s@qtlon 37 of the Act to ensure compliance of

obligations cast lxpon the prémoter as per the function entrusted to the
authority under seuon 34(f):

i. The respondents/promoter are dlrected to pay interest to the

complainant agﬁmst 'Q&p i -up amofint of Rs.76,17,200 /- at the

prescribed rate i.e., 1 1%%‘;‘)"5”Tor every 1 month of delay from the
due date of gu essmn %@7& gﬂ% tlﬂ'&alld offer of possession

P

plus 2 months after obtagpmg occupation certificate from the

competent authonty or acttal’ handmg over of possession,
whichever is earlier, as per section 18(1) of the Act of 2016 read
with rule 15 of the rules;

ii. The arrears of such interest accrued from 07.12.2015 till the date
of order by the authority shall be paid by the promoter to the
allottee within a period of 90 days from date of this order and

interest for every month of delay shall be paid by the promoter to
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the allottee before 10th of the subsequent month as per rule
16(2) of the rules.

iii. The respondents/promoter shall issue a statement of account
after adjusting the delay possession charges to the complainant
within a period of 60 days.

iv. The respondents/promoter shall handover possession of the
flat/unit to the complainant in terms of Section 17(1) of the Act
of 2016.

vi. The rate of mtet:ﬁst cm gba ??o’rn ﬂ(e allottee by the promoter,
in case of ﬂeféult shall be charged at the prescribed rate i.e.,
11.10% by the responden’es/promoter which is the same rate of
interest wh‘icb e prorﬁoter shalLbehable to pay the allottee, in
case of defau"lt ie gthe elayedstpoésession charges as per section

S N
&

2(za) of the Act™." 7 “W

26. Complaint stands dlsposed of —

27. File be consxgnedio %gjsbw g{

{ g L g

(Ashok S )
Member
Haryana Real Estate Regulatory Authority, Gurugram

Dated: 23.10.2024
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