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R/o:A'204, Ramkishan Apartments, Plot No.12,
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ShriAshok Sanewan
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Sh. M.K. Dans (Advocate)

5340 of2023
t't.o9.2024

Complainant

ORDER

1. The present comp)aint dated 15.11.2023 has been filed by th.

complalnant/allottee under section 31 of lbe Real Estate

(Regulation aDd DevelopmeDtl Act, 2016 [in short, the Aco read

with rule 28 oi the Haryana Real Estate (Regulation and

Development) Rules,2017 fin short, the Rules] for vrolahon of

section 11(41(al olthe Act wherein it is irrer r/id prescribed that the



promoter shaU b€ responsible for all obligations, responsibilities

and functions as provided unde. the provision of the Act or the

Rulesand regulations madethere und€rorto the allottees as per the

agreement tor sale executed ir,er se-

unit and prolect related detalls

The particulars ol the project, the details of sale cons,deration, the

amount paid by the complainant, date ofproposed handing over the

possession and delay p€riod, if any, have been detailed in the

following tabular form:

"ATS Marigold"

Se.tor 894 Gurugram

Group housing

11.125 acres
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HRERA regjstered/

ComplaintNo. 5340 o12023

ReSistered

No.55 0f2017 dated 17.08.2017

License ro.87 o12013

Dated 11-10.2013

r6.08.2014

[As on page no.2l ofrePIY)

20.10.2014

[As on page no.11of complaint]

Dtcp License
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12.

Unit area admeasuring

Due date ofpossession

Tntal sale.onsideratlon

6.2. The Developer sholt ehdeor.t ta.anplet.
the cohtt/t.tion of the AportmenL knhtn

126otty two) nonrhs ,ron the date of this
Ag.eenena fith the grace Period ol6 Ait)
months i.e, ( totupletion Dote ), trbtett
olways ta tinelt palnent al otl .h.tq.t
tnclutiihg rhe baec sole p.i.e, nan)p dutt

rcgisttotioh fees ond ather Lhorse\ u'
niputated herem The Conpan! ||ttt \entt
posseson Notice and alfet p.Js.$,", d ,t
Aportnent to the Appti.ont(\) ds ond when rtt
Campant reteives the ac.uPunon .ct.lnnn
l.o the compeEnt orthanry\e,

(Asan pose o.22 olcanptain,

unit no.-5064, Floor-6, TowEr
alongwith 2 car parkings

[As on pase no- 12 ofcomplaint)

1750sq.ft . [Super'Area]

1480sq.ft. IBuilt up Area]

(As on page no. 12 ofcomplaintl

Clause 6. COMPLETION
CONSTRUCTION

20.10.2018

lcalculated 42 months from the date or

execution oiBBA plus 6 monthsl

Rs.7,r7,31,250/-

(As on pase no- 42

Rs.1,09,1s,812l-

(As per applicant

Compla'nr No. 5140 of 20Zl

orcomplrin0

1l

by

I
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compla ntNo 5140 of20ll

1

L4

B,

ofcomplainr)

Occupation certrllcare 76.06.2023

(As on page no.67 ofreplyl

20.06.2023

(As on page no.44 ofcomptaintl

Facts ofthe comptaintl

The complainant made rhe iotlowing submissions in the complainr:

L That the respondent gave advertisement about rhe projecr named

"ATS Marigold", stuared ar sedor 89A, curgaon promisins various

lt

completion/execution of rhe project etc. Retying on the promisc

and undertakings g,ven by the r€spondent, the comptajnant

booked an apartment/flat in the project ior a total sale

conside.ation is Rs.1,17,31,250/-.

That the complainant mad€ payment oi Rs. t,17,45,960/- to the

.espondent irom time to time as per the demands raised by rhe

respondent. The Flar Buyers Agreement was executed on

20.10.2014 and unit bea.ing no.s064, Tower No. S , on 6rh Ftoor,

having super area of 1750 sq. ft. was allofted to the comptainant.

l'hat as per clause -6.2 of the Agreemenr, the respond.nt

undertook to deliver the possession ot the flar within 42 months

from the date oithe agreement with a grace period oi six months

i.e 20.04.2018.

That the complainant inquired irom time to time ro the respondenr

about the p.ogress of the proiect but the respondent atways gdle

facilihes Iike world class amenities and nmetv

III.

15
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false impression that the work is going on in full swing and

accordingly asked for the payments which the complainantgave on

time. The complainantwas shocked & surprised on visiting the site

to see that no construction work was going on and no one was

present at the site. The respondent malafidely cheated and

defrauded the complainant.

Iv. That desp,te receiving more than 95% payment for all the

demands raised by the responde.t and repeated requ€sts and

reminders over phone calls and personalvisits by the complainant,

the respondent failed to deliver tbe poss€ssion of the unit within

the stipulated period.

V. That the conskuction of the block in which th€ unit was booked

has not been completed within the promised time penod for

reasons best known to the respondent. The respondent sent an

offer of possession ro the complainant on 20.06.2023, butwhen

the complainant visited the unit, it was not in a habiuble

condition. This clearly shows the ulterior motive ol the

respondents was to extract money irom the innocent people

fraudulently.

Vl. That the complainant has requested the respondent several timcs

to deliver possession oithe unit in question alongwith prescribed

interes! on the amount deposited by the complainant bul the

respondeDt refused to do so.

c.

4.

R€liefsought by the complainant:

Thecomplainanthassoushtfollowingrelie(s):
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Compla'ni No. 5140 of 2021

i. Direct the respondent to pay interest on the total amount paid by the

complainant on account of delay ,n handing over possession oi the

Reply by rcspoodent:

The respondent has made lollowing submlssions by way ofwritt€n

D

l. That the complarnt is neither maintainable nortenable and is 1iable

to be out rightly dismissed. The Apartment Buyer's Agreement was

executed betwee. the complainant and the respondent prior to thc

enactment oftheAct,2016 and the provisions laid down in the said

Act cannot be applied retrospectively.

IL That the complaint is not maintainable lor the reason that the

agreement contains an arbitration clause wh,ch rerers to the

dispute resolution mechanism to be adopted by the parties nr the

eveDt of any dispute. Clause 21.1 of the Buyer's Agreenrent is

reproduced below;

"All o. any disputes thot nat otise with resPect to the tetns and

candtiohs aJ thn Asreenent, including the interpretation unl
roliditt of the prcvisions heftol ahd the resPecttve .ishts ond

obligations oJ the pofties sholl be lirst settled th.ough nLtml
dtscussion and anicoble setdenent, loiling whi.n the sone sholl be

settled thtough a.bttrotioh The o.bntotion prcceedinss shott he

governed by the Arbttratioh ond Concltotion Act, 1996 ond an!

stotutaty anehdnent\/nodilicottuns thereto b! o sole otbttotar
who shott be nutuolly oppoihred by the porties ot tf unoble ta be

nutuollJ appointed then to be oppotnted by the Cou.t Thededean al
the Arbittotor sholl be final and bindins on the porties.

Ill. That the respondent js a real estate company having rmmensc

goodwrll, comprised oi law abiding and peace loving persons and

h:s alwavs believed in satislaction of its customers The
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complainant aiter checking the veracity ofthe proiect namely' ATS

Marigoltl', Sector 89A, Curugram had applied lor allotment of an

apartment and had agreed to be bound by the terms and conditions

of theAPPlication !orm.

1V. That the respondent allotted unit bearing no 5064 to the

complainant vide Allotment Letter dated l608'2014' Ihat the

Apartment Buyer's Agreement was executed berween the pa(ies

on 20.10.2014 an.l the complainant agreed to be bound by the

terms and conditions contained therein. The apartment booked bv

the complainant was located in towe' no' 5 having super built up

area of 1750 sq. ft. for a sale consid€ration of Rs 1,17'31'250/''

V That after completing the construction, the respondent vide its

letter dated 11.10.2022, intimated the complainant that her unit rs

ready for carrying fit_out works and requested to complete the

interior/fit_out work within 3 months.

Vl That the possession ofthe unit was supposed to be offered to th€

complainant in accordancewilh the agreed terms and conditions ol

the Buyer's That the construction was to be completed !'ithrn a

period of,42 months from the date ofthe agreement and the same

was subiect to the occurrence of force majeure condihons The

possession ol the unit was to be handed over to the complainant

only after the receipt of the Occupation certiflcate fronr the

concerned authorities. That after the completion of the

construction, the respondent had apPljed lor the grant of the

Occupatio. Certificate vide application dated 2608'2022 After

scrutiny, the concerned authorities granted the o'cupatron

.prtificate lor the tower in question on 16062023 and the
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respoDdent offered the possession to the complainant on

20.06.2023. As on date, the complainant is still liable to pay a sum

of Rs.5,76,751.5 including interest for delayed period

Vll. That the ,mplementation oithe project was hampe.ed and most ol

the work was stalled due to non payment of instalmenc by

allottees on time and also due to the events and conditions which

were beyond the control ofthe respondent and which have affected

the materially affected the construction and progress of the

project Some ofthe Force Majeure events/condrtions which were

beyond the control of the respondent and affected the

implementation ofthe project and are as under:

a. Inability to undertake the construction for approx. 7_8 months due

to Central Governmenfs notification with regard to demoneti2ation

b. Orders Passed by NationalGreeD Tr,bunal.

c. Non-Paym€nt oflnstalrnents by Allottees

d. In cleulent Weather Conditions

e. Outbreak of Covid'19 Pandemic.

Vlll. That the complainant has been cdled upon to take the possession

of her unit after payment olthe amount due to the respondent and

fulfillment of the requisite lormalities yet the complainant rs

intentionally not coming iorward to do so even afte' 
'eminder 

was

sent by the respondent to the complainant nn 27 'O7 Zl23- The

complainant has stated that she would not take over the phys'cal

possession ofthe unit in question tillthe time the respondent psys

delay possession charges to the complalnant.
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lX. That the demands of the complainant are highly untenabl.,

misconceived and aimed at blackmailing the respondent.lnstead ol

completing the requisite formaljtjes, the complainanthas liled the

present highly false, frlvolous and baseless complaint with totally

mala fide and dishonest intentions of arm twisting, blackmaihng,

pressu.izing and harassing the respondent.

X. That in the facts and circumstances ot the present case, a direction

is required to be given by this Hon'ble Authorityto the complainant

that upon payiDg he. outstanding dues to the .espondent dlong

with interest for the delayed period, complying with the requLsite

formalities, she is required to take over the possession oi the said

unit. Moreovei as already stated, there has been no delay on the

part ofthe respondentand tbe complaint is liable to be dismissed.

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

record. Th eir authenticjty is not,n dispute. Hence, the complaint can

be decided on the basis of these undisputed documents and

submission made by the P:rties.

7

Iurisdiction of th€ authority:

lhe Authority observes that it has territorial as well as sublcct

matter iurisdiction to adjudicate ihe present complaint for the

r.asons given below.

Territorial iurisdiction[.t

8. As per notification no. 1/9212077'7TcP dated 14.12 2017 issued bv

Town and Country Plannlng Department, the iurisdiction of Real

Estate Regulatory Authority, GuruFam shall be entire Curugram
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District for all purpose with oflices situated in Gurugram. ln the

present case, the project in question is situated within the planning

area of Gurugram district. Therefore, this authority has complete

territorial jurisdiction to dealwith the pres€nt complaint.

E.rt 5ubiecth.tteriurhdiction

9. section 11(4)(a) of the Ac! 2016 provides that the promoter shau be

responsible to the allott€e as per agreement for sale. Section

11t4)[a] is reproduced as hereuder:

tte .espansibte l'or all obligdtions, rcsponsibilnrcs ond fuhctiont rndcr the
p.atisiansalthk Act or the rules ond rcsulations node thereunder or to th.
allottee os per the ogtecnentJa. sale, or to the ossociotioh olallattee, asthe
cose na! be, t l theconveyon.eofoll the oportnents, ploE a. bundhqtas
the cose na, be, to the ollottee, or the.a nan orcosta the atsottottan ol
allotteeottheco petent o utharbl, ds the cose noy be)

10. So, in view of the provis,ons ol the Act quoted above, the Authoritv

has complete jurisdiction to decide the complaint regarding non'

compliance ol obligations by the promoter leaving asrde

compensation which is to be decided by the adludicatinS ollice l

pursued by the complainant at 3 later stage.

F. tindings on obie€tions raised bythe respond€nt

F.l ob,ectio! regardiDg delay due to force maieure circumstrnc.s

11. The respondent-promoter has raised a contention that the

construction of the project was delayed due to force maleure

conditions such as various orders passed by the National Cr.en

Tribunal, Environment Pollutlon (Prevent,on & Controll Authoritv
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shortage ol labour and sroppage of work due to lock down due ro

outbreak of Covid-19 pandemic. Sioce there were circumstances

beyond the control of respondent, so taking inro conside.arion the

above-mentioned facts, the respondentbe allowed rhe period durinE

which his cobstruction activities came to stand sti1l. and the said

period be excluded while calculatjng the due date. In the preseDt

case, the allotment letter was issued by the respondenr to the

complainant on 16.08.2014. The apartrnent buyer's agre.pmeht was

executed between the parties on 20.10.2014. Thus, the due date for

completion of project was 20.10.2018 . The respondent is seeking

the benefit olcovid-19, which came into picture afrer the due dare or

possession. Though there have been various orders jssued ro curb

the environ ment pollution, but these wer€ lora short period oftime.

So, the circumstances/conditions after that penod can't be rdken

into consideration for del:y in completion ol the project. Ihus, the

Authority is of the view thal no rel,efw.r.t this can be granted to the

F.ll. obiection re8arding jurisdiction ol authorlty w.r.t. buyer's

aSreement executed prior to coming into force ot the act.

12. One of the content,ons of the respondent is that the Authority rs

deprived ofthe Jurisdiction to go into the interpretation ol or rights

or the parties inter-se in accordance with the buye.s agreement

executed betlveen the parti€s. The respondent further submitted
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heActare not retrospective in nature and the

cannot undo or modiry the ierms of buyer's

ed prior to coming into etrect ofthe Act.

13. The Author,ty is ofthe vi€w that the Act nowhere provides, nor can

be so construed, that all previous agreements will be re written

after coming ,nto force of the Act. Therefore, the provisions of the

Act, rules and agreement have to be read and interpreted

harmoniously. However, ,f tbe Act has provided for dealing with

GURUGRA[,4

that lhe provi

certain specific provisions/s,tuatioDs in a speciflc/part'culrr

m,nner rhen that situation willbe dealtwith in accordance with the

Act and the rules after the date of coming into force ol the Act .rnd

thc rules Numerous provisions ot the Act save the provjsions ol thc

agrcements made between the buyers and sellers Thc said

contention has been upheld in the landma.k judgment oi hon ble

Bombay Hlgh Court in Neelkamal Realtors Suburban Pvt l,td Vs

UOI and others. [W.P 2737 of2017) whrch pr ovrde, d\ urd"

" 119 Under the pmvisions olsectio^ 18 the delo, in honding
ov.r the pNessioh would be @unted lfon the dote mentioned tn

the ogreenent Iot sole entered into by the prohotet and rhe

ollottee prior to its rcgisttotion under REP.r'.. undq the
provisio^s oJ REF"4, the prcnoter is gieen o fuctltry ra revhe the

dote ol conptenoh ol prcirt ond dectare the vne under secnon
4. The REF, does not co^templote rNtitng olcontoct between

the lot purchoset ond the prcnoter ...

122- We have atreody discussed thot obove stated ptovisions ol
th. REF.A orc not rcttospective in nature The! noy to sone
extent be havihg o retrooctive ot quosi retroactive eJlect br.
then on thdt grou%l the validity ol the Prcvisions ol RERA connat
be chollenged. fhe Parlionent is conPete^t enough to lestslote
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law hoving reiospective ot rcnooctive ellecL A low an b? even
froned to oJIect srbsirtiho / existins cohtroctuat nshrs berween
the porties in the loryet public intercst we do not have onr
doubt in our nind thot rhe REM hos been Ironed in the lorger
publk irte$t oftu o thotoush study ond diydsion node rhe
highest level by the Standthg Connittee and Select connittee.
which subnitted its detoiled repor\-

14. Also, in appeal no. 173 of2019 ritled as Mogrc Eye Developer pvt.

Ltd. vs. lshwef singh Dahiyo dated t7.12.20t9, the Haryana Real

EstateAppellat€Tribunalhasobserved,

"34. ThLt keepins in view our oloreed .l iscusnn, we ore olthe
consideted aptnion tlldt the provkions of the Act ore quae
teooa\tivp to \onp uter. h opeto on o4ds4Lh!-!t!!!,!rE to

ot.tot'dn.frheAdwhere rhe ton\dction orc stillin thp nnness
of conpletian. Hence in case oJ deloy in the olfuftetN ! rl
pos\ession osp.. the tems and nhditions aJ the aore nent ltr
solc the ollouee sholl be enhned tu the nteren/deldlttl
possession chatgeson the reosonobk rote oJ inrerest a\ p.aldetl
tn RLle 15 of the tules ond one eded, uhloit onrl un.edsonahte
.ate of conpensotian nenttoned in the agreenent lar iale tr
liobte to be igno.ed

F.UL objectlon regardinS the complahant is in b.each ofagr€ement for

non-invo.ation of arbitration-

15. The respondent submitred rhat rhe complatnt is not maintainabte for

the .eason that the agreement contains an arbrtration clause which

refers to the dispute resolution mechanism to be adopred by the

parties in the eventofany dispute.

the opinion that the jurisdiction ofthe aurhoriry

by the existence of an a.birration claus€ in the

as it may be noted that section 79 ofthe Act bars

civil courts about any matter which ialls within

authority, or the Real Estate Appellate Tribunal.

to render such disputes as non'arbitrable seems

15. The Authonty is of

cannot be fettered

buyer's agreement

the jurisdiction of

the purview of this

Thus, the intent,on
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to be clear. Also, section 88 ofthe Act says thar the provjsions of this
Act shall be ,n addition to and not in derogation ofthe provisjons of
any other law for the time being in force. Further, the aurhoriry puts
reUance on the catena ofjudgments ot the Hon,ble Supreme Courr,
panicularly ,n /Varionol Seects Corpomtion Llmited v. M.
Madhusut han Reddy &Anr. (2012) 2 Scc 506,wherein it has been
held that the remedies provided underthe Consumer protection Act
are in addition to and nor in derogarion of rhe other laws jn force.
consequently the aurhorjry would nor be bound to refe. pades to
a.bitration even if the agreement berween the pa.ties had an

G. Findings on lhe retiefsoughr bv the comptatnani.

G.I Di.ect the respondent to
by the complatnanl on

possession ofthe uhir

17. In the present comptaint, rhe comptainanr inrend to conrinue wirh

the project and are seeking possession and delay possession .harses

along wirh interest on the amount paid. proviso to secrion 18

provides that where an allott€e does not,ntend to withdraw fronr

the p.oject, he shall be paid, by the promoter,,nterest tb. every

month oa delay, titt rhe handing over oi possession, at such .ate ns

may be prescribed and ir has been prescr,bed unde. rute 1s or the

pay interest on the totat amount paid

account o[ delay in handing over

'te.tnn 1A:. Return oJonovnt odd compenrotioa
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18(1). tf
pose$ion ofo

ComplarnrNo. 5340 of 2023

"Rule 15, Prqcrtbed.ate of intercst- lPrcviso to *ctioa 12,
section 1A ond sub-section (4) ond tubsection (7) oJ section 191

a) ra'th"pLtpo."o[pra\^oto.p. tar t2... t-a. ta io

the pronater fails ro conplete
n opartneha ploC or building, -

PravdeA thot wherc on ollottee does not intehd ta withdn||
lroh tht p.ote.t, he sholl be poiA, by the pranoteL in@rea rn ev{r
nohth ol.leloy, nll the hondjng ovet of the po$e$ion ot su.h roE os
no! be ptesnibed

18. Admissibility ofgrace period: The promoter was obhgated to hnnd

over the possession olthe unit by 02.10.2019 as the same has been

undertaken by the respondent in clause 9 [i) of the agreement to sell

dated 02.04.2016.

19. Admissibility of delay possesslon cbarges at prescribed rate of

interestr Proviso to section 18 provides that where an allottee docs

not intend to withdraw irom the project, he shall be paid, by the

p.omoter, interest for every month of delay, till the handing over o,

possession, at such rate as may be prescribed and it has been

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

ycrions (a) ond O) oJ ecdnn ,e, th. "interesr ot the rure presnibed
shall be the Stete odnk of Indlo hlgh.st harylhal cost ol lendns ruE
+2%.:
Prcvided thot in @e the Sbt Bqnk ol lndia hqrginol cost ol lending
tute (MCLR) is not in use, it shall be rephced bt such benchnark
lendjns rotes which the stote Bank ol tndio oy fu lrcn tine to tine
for lending to the genml ptblic."

20. The legislarure in its wisdom in the subordinate legislation under the

provision ofrule 15 ofthe rules, has determined the prescnbed rate

of interest. The rate of inter€st so determined by the legislature, is

reasonable and if the said rule is followed to award th€ interest, it

will ensure uniform pra.ti.e in all thp cales.
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Consequently, as per website of the State Bank oi lndia i.e.

https://sb,.co.in, the ma.ginal cost of tending rare (in short, MCLRI

as on date i.e., 04.09.2024 is 9.10%. Accordingly, rhe prescribed .are

of interest will be ma.ginal cosrof ]ending rate +2olo i.e., 11.10%.

The definition oiterm interest'as defined undersection 2(zaloithe
Act provides that the rate olinreresr chargeable from the altottee by

the promoter, in case ofdefault, shallbe equalto the rate ofinreresr
which the promoter shall be liabte to pay rhe allottee, in case of
default. The relevant section is reproduced below:

'fzo) 'kturen' neoht the rotes olinterest payobte b, the ptuhate. ot
the ollattee,os the case noy be.

Explanotian l:at the purye olthisctouse
(, the late of interest .haryeobte han the dtottee by the prohatet.

tn cay ol defdult" shatl b. equalto the rate oftnterest whtch the
ptonotdshollbe liable ta pa! the ollottee, in case ofdefoltL

(tl the inte.est paloble by the p.anorer b the ouotee sholl be from
the aate the prcnotet received the onolnto. any pon thetealt l
the date the ahount or port theteof and interest thereon 6
reflnded,ah.l the interest poyoble bt the olloaee b the pra otet
shall be fion the date the otlottee delorlE in paynent to the
prcnotet tillthedote it is patdi

Therefore, interest on the delay payments f.om the comptainanrs

shall be charged at the prescribed rate i.e., 11.100/o by the

respondent/promoter which is the same as is being granted to th.
complainants in case oldelayed possess,on charyes.

On consideration of the documents available on record and

submissioDs made regarding contraventio. of provisions of rhe Act,

the Authority is satisfied that the respondent is in contravenrion ot

the sect,on 11(al(a) oi the Act by not handing over possession by

the due date as per the agreemenr. Due date oi possessron is
rnentioned specifically in clause 6.2 of the Apartmenr Buyefs

Agreement dated 20.10.2014. As per clause 6.2 oi the apa(menr
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buyer's agr€ement dated 20.10.2014, rhe possessron \ras ro be
handed over to rhe comptainant wthin 42 months from the date ot
execution of the agreement ato.gwirh a grace penod oa 6 months
The.efo.e, the due date oi ha.ding over possessjon is Z0 10.2018
lhe respondenr has offered the possession or the sublect aparnnent
on 20.06_2023 aire. obtaining the occuparion ce.tifi.are on
16.06_2023.

25. Accordingty, the non compliance ofthe mandate contained in secnon
11{4)(aJ read with proviso ro section 18(1J oi the Act on the Darr nr
rhe respondent r\ esrdbt.rhpd. As su.h the d o pe\. .ha,, b" p ,rd Dl
the promoter, j.rerest for every monrh ol delay from due dare oi
possession i.e., 20.10.2018 till offer ot possessron ptus two months
after obraining occupation certiticate from the comperenr authority
or acrual handing over oi possession whichever is eartier, as per
section 18(1J oithe Act of2016 read wirh rute 1s ofrhe rutes

H. Directions ofthe authortty
26. Hence, rhe Authorty hereby passes thls order and issue rh.

following directions under sect,on 37 oa the Act to ensure
compliance of obtigations casted upon th€ promorers as pe. tte
funcrions entrusted to rhe authoriq, under sed,on 34(t):

i. The respondent js directed ro pay the inrerest at the prescribed
rate i.e., 11.10% per annum for every month of delay on the
amount paid by rhe complajnants rrom due date oa possessron
i.e., 20.10.2018 titl actual handingoverof possession orofferot
possession plus rwo months 3frer obtaining occuparion
certificate from rhe competent autho.iry, whichever is eartier
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as per section 18(1) ofrh€ Act of2016 read with .ule 15 orthe
rules,

ii. The comptainanr! are directed ro pay outstandinS dues, if any,
after adiustment ofinteresr for the detayed period.
The rate ofinrerest chargeable from the allotrees/complajnanrs
by the promoter, in case of defaulr shalt be charged at the
prescribed rate i.e., 11.10% by rhe respondenr/promoter which
is the same rate of interest which rhe promorers sha be tiabte
to pay the atlotree, in case of defauh i.e., rhe detayed
possession charges as per section 2(za) otrhe Acr

r[r
GU

27.

2a-

lv. The respondent sha11 not charge nnyrhing trom rhe comptrinanr
which is not the part of the agreement.

Complaint stan

Harya

Dated; 11.09. 24


