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BEFORE THE HARYANA REAL ESTATE REGULATORY
AUTHORITY, GURUGRAM

1. The present complaint has been filed by the complainant/allottees

under section 31 ofthe Real Estate (Regulation and Development) Act,

2016 (in short, the Actl read with rule 2B of the Haryana Real Estate

(Regulation and DevelopmentJ Rules, Z017 [in short, the Rules) for

violation of section 11[ J(aJ of the Act wherein it is inter alia

prescribed that the promoter shall be responsible for all obligations,

responsibilities and functions under the provisions of the Act or the

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

agreement for sale executed inter se.

A. Unit and proiect related details
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2. The particulars ofunit 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. N. Particulars Details

1. Name and location of the
project

"The Esfera" Phase II at Sector 37-C, Gurgaon,

Haryana

2. Nature ofthe project Group Housing Complex

3. Project area 17 acres

4. DTCP license no.
6
i 2011 dated

n7
06.07.2011 valid upto

5. Name oflicensee Services Pvt Ltd and 4

6. REne *"e,.,{$/ not,

registered I " It.i I /

Registered vide no. 352 of 2017 issued on
17.11.2017 valid up to 31.72.2020

7. Apartment no. tk 18

(p

3,

3\

Irh loor, Tower E

mplajnt)rfr

B. llnit area

9. Dateofbookins HAI
/\i talll

09.02.2012

(p9.48 ofcomplaint)

10. Date of allotment letter

,mplaint)(pc.39 rfco

77. Date of builder buyer
agreement

18.03.2013

(p9.46 ofcomplaintl

72. Possession clause 70,7. SCHEDULE FOR POSSI,SSIOAI

"The developer based on its present plons and

estimotes ond subject to oll just exceptiont
contemplotes to complete the construction of
the said building/soid aportment within o

Page 2 of ZO
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Complaint No. 597 of 2022

period of three qnd half yearc from the dste
of execution oI this agreement unless there

shall be delay or there shall be Iailure due ta

reosons mentioned in clause 11.1, 11..2, 1.1..j,

ond clouse 41 or due to failure of ollottee(s) to
poy in time the price of the said unit along with
other charges ond dues in accordance with the

schedule of payments given in onnexure C or as

per the demands roised by the developer lrom
time to time or ony foilure on the part of the

ollottee to abide by oll or ony of the terms or
ofthis ogreemenL"

13. Due date of possession

14.
t

Total sale consideration { t

[as per the agreement at pg. 52 of complaint]

15. Amount paid

complainant

by the I88,09,863/-

[as per applicant S0A dated 04.02.202 2 at pg.

9l ofcomplaint]

1,6. 0ccupation certificate Not obtained

17. 0ffer ofpossession for fit outs 07.09.2021

(pg. 94 ofcomplaint)

B.

3.

Facts ofthe complaint

The complainant has made the following submissions in the complaint:

a. That on 09.02.2012 believing the representation and assurance of

respondent, the complainant Umesh Sharma, booked one residential

apartment bearing flat no. E - 1803 on 18th floor in tower - E for size

admeasuring 1650 sq. ft. on the basic price of Rs. 3 33 5 per sq. ft. with

01 covered Parking and paid Rs. 5,50,000/- as booking amount and

signed a pre-printed application form.

Page 3 of20



ffiHARERA
ffieunuonnnr Complaint No. 597 of 2022

b. That on 10.05.2012, the respondent issued an allotment letter for the

said unit in favour ofthe complainant

c. That after a long follow-up on 18.03.2013, a pre-printed, unilateral,

arbitrary flat buyer agreement/buyer's agreement was executed

inter-se the respondent and the complainant. According to clause

10.1 of the flat buyer agreement, the respondent has to give

possession ofthe said flat within a period of42 months from the date

hence the due date of pos 3.09.2016.

the demands raised by thed. That the complainant

respondent. Before the complainant has

already paid Rs. 2 by respondent in

his BBA.

e. That the compl .52,00,000/- from

the interest on the

loan. As per the .02.2022 issued by the

respondent, the co 9,863/- i.e. is 99.990/o

ofthe total amount

f. That on 07.09 demand note cum

possession

State Bank ofl

sked for payment of

unieasonable demand ofRs. t4,22,707 /-
Rs.7,19,400/- under the head of Increase in Area (without any

justification) and Rs.6,20,289/- under the head average escalation

cost and taxes on these demands. The said demands are illegal and

arbitrary.

g. Since 2015 the complainant kept on regularly visiting the office of the

respondent as well as the construction site, and made efforts to get

possession of the allotted apartment but all went in vain. Despite
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several visits and requests by the complainant, the respondent did

not give possession ofthe apartmenl

h. That the main grievance ofthe complainant in the present complaint

is that despite the complainant paid more than 99.99% of the actual

cost of the apartment and is ready and willing to pay the remaining

amount (iustified) (if any), the respondent party has failed to deliver

the possession of apartment on promised time and till date the

project is without amenities.

i. That due to the acts ofth terms and conditions of the

builder buyer agreement nt the complainant has

been unnecessarily h as financially, therefore

the oppositep mplainant on account

ofthe aforesaid

C. Reliefsought

4. The complainan

IiJ To get possessi apartment with

all amenities wi this complaint.

(ii) To get the delayed pos on the amount paid by the

allottee at the p of possession to till
the actual poss*Ff

,'
proviso to Section

Development] Act, 2016.

(iiil To get an order in their favour by directing the respondent party to

provide area calculation (carpet are4 loading and super area). The

respondent has increased the area without any lustification.
(iv) To get an order in his favour by directing the respondent party to

withdraw the demand of P.s. 5,20,289/- and Rs. 7,19,400/-.

Complaint No. 597 of 2022

ent is handed over as per the

Real Estate (Regulation and
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on the following grounds.

authority with clean

terial facts with an

incorrect and false

and as such is guilty

t lis are governed by the

,rtgage in favour of State

To get an order in his favour by refraining the respondent party to

charge GST.

(viJ The complainant is entitled to get an order in their favor to refrain the

respondent from giving effect to unfair clauses unilaterally

incorporated in the apartment buyer agreement.

5. 0n the date of hearing the authority explained to the

respondent/promoter about the contraventions as alleged to have

been committed in relation to 11(4) (a) ofthe actto plead guilty

or not to plead guilty.

Reply by the respondent.D,

6.

I.

The respondent has

hands and thus

intention to mi

averments and

ofsuppression.

II. That the rights of

rle mortgage in favour of State

:ed qua the allotted unit. Thus, it

is necessary that a necessary party as

all the original oney receipts is with

the State Bank of lndia only.

III. That after making independent enquiries and only after being fully

satisfied aboutthe proiect, the complainant approached the respondent

company for booking of a residential unit in its pro,ect "The ESFEM",

located in Sector-37-C, Gurugram, Haryana. The respondent company

provisionally allotted the unit bearing no. tower E, 1803 admeasuring

with of 1815 sq. ft. to complainant for a total consideration of
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ffiHARERA
ffiaIRUGRAM plaint No. 597 of2022

Rs.88,10,241/- (including applicable tax) plus other charges vide

booking dated 20.09.2011 and opted for construction linked plan on the

terms and conditions mutually agreed by them.

IV. That the complainant has failed to make out a case under section 1g of

Act, as the respondent has already completed the construction and

development of the towers and applied to the competent authority for

grant of occupancy certificate on 15.04.2021after complying with all

the requisite formalities.

That, the respondent liquidity crunch at this

critical juncture and has al

relation to around 20-

passed by various

those decrees

VI. That, on accoun

allottees not

difficulty, in

funding of Rs.99 cro ent Fund - I. The said

alternate investment fu established under the special

window Finance Minister to

provide priority completion of stalled,

brownfield, llopments that are in the

affordable housing/mid-income category are net-worth positive and

require last mile funding to complete construction. The company was

granted sanction on 23.09.2020 after examination of its status and its

subject project "Esfera" for the amount of Rs.99 crores. The first

transaction ofinstallment has already been received by the respondent

company from the said fund as loan.

ed with orders of refund in

roiect, on account oforders

payable in terms of

ect and many other

company, with great

to secure a last mile
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That the respondent company is extremely to complete the

phase 2 ofthe project Esfera. [n fact, the super

phase 2 (incl. Tower B) has already been mpleted. The internal

finishing work and MEP works is going in a I swing with almost 450

chieve the intent of theconstruction labourers are working hard to

appellant to complete the entire project.

VIII. That the respondent company fulfilled its pro ise and had constructed

offer for fitout dated

07.09.2021 to the complai

7. Copies of all the relevant have n filed and placed on

record. Their authentici Hence, the complaint can

be decided on the ents and submission

made by the

lurisdiction of

The authority matter jurisdiction

to adjudicate the ns given below.

E.

8.

the timeline.

ofall towers in

E.l Territoriallurisdiction

9, As per notificarion no.7/92/2077-7TCp dated I4.t2.ZOl7 issued by

Town and Country Planning Department, Haryana the jurisdiction of

Haryana Real Estate Regulatory Authority, Gurugram shall be entire

Gurugram district for all purposes. 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 complaint.

E.ll Subiect-matteriurisdiction

10. Section 11(41(a) ofthe Act,2016 provides that the promorer shall be

responsible to the allottee as per agreement for sale. Section 11(4](a)

is reproduced as hereunder:

plaint No. 597 of 2022
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Section 71

(4) The promoter sholl-

(a) be responsible for oll obligotions, ities and functions
under the provisions of this Ad ot the rules and regulotions made
thereunder or to the allottees as per the t for sale, or to
the ossociotion of allottees, as the cose may be, till the conveyqnce
of qll the apartments, plots or buildingt as the cose may be, to the
ollottees, or the common oreas to the association of allottees or the
compelent outhority, as Lhe cose moy be;

Section 34-Functions of the Authority:

34(f) of the Act provides to ensure of the oblig7tions
cast upon the promoters,
under this Act and the r

11. So, in view ofthe provisions ofth,e.Act quoted above, the authority hasIUer.'
complete .iurisdiction to decide the co.

./ tt}t i a) ;:l .{ -\
t regarding non-

compliance of obligations by the promoter leaving aside compensation

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

I:! I
F. Entitlement ofthe Complainant:2
F.l To get poss apartment

with all amenities

F.ll To get the delayed

of this complaint.

on the amount paid by the

plaint No. 597 of2022

allottee, at the prescribed rate from the due date of possession to

till the actual possession of the apartment is handed over as per

the proviso to Section 18{t) of the Real Estate Regulation and

Development) Act, 2016.

12. In the present complaint, the complainant intends to continue with the

proiect and is seeking delay possession charges as provided under the

proviso to section 18(1) ofthe Act. Sec. 18[1) proviso reads as under.

"Section 78: - Return of amount and compensqtion

1B(1). lfthe promoter fails to complete or is unable to give possession of
an op7rtment, ploC or building, -

Page 9 of ZO
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Provided that where an allottce does not to withdraw from
interest for everythe project, he shall be paid, by the

month of delqy, till the honding over of the
as mqy be prescribed,"

13. Clause 10.1 of the buyer's agreement p the time period of

handing over possession and the same is uced below:
"10.7. SCHEDULE FOR POSSfSSIO/Vi

this agreement unless deloy
foilure due to reosons
clause 47 or due to failure i) to pay i
ofthe said unitolong

"The developer based on its present plans a
subject to all just exceptions, contemplates
construction of the soid building/said
period of three and half .

ot such rate

estimates and
complete the
ent within a

the date execution oI
there shall be
11.2, 11.3, and
time the price

and in accordonce
C or os per the
or any failure
the terms or

prescribed rate of

n charges in

that where an

project, he shallbe paid,

ofdelay, till the handing over

with the schedule of
demonds raised b
on the part of
conditions of

T4, Admissibility o

interest: The

terms ofproviso

allottee does not in

by the promoter, interest

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

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

under:

Rule 75. Prescribed rate ol interest- lproviso to section 12,
section 78 qnd sub-section (4) ond subsection (Z) oI section 19,
(1) For the purpose ofproviso to section 12; section 1g: and sub-
sections (4) and (7) ofsection 19, the "interest ot the rote prescribed"
shall be the State Bankoflndia highest marginol costoflending rote
+2o,4.:

Provided that in case the Stqte Bonk oflndia marginal cost of lending
rqte (MCLR) is not in use, it shall be replaced by such benchmark
lending rotes which the Sutte Bonk of India may frx from time to time
for lending to the general public.
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The legislature in its wisdom in the subordina legislation under the

the prescribed rate ofprovision ofrule 15 ofthe rules, has d

interest. The rate of interest so determin

reasonable and ifthe said rule is followed to

ensure uniform practice in all the cases.

by the legislature, is

the interest, it will

1_6. Consequently, as per website of the Bank of India i.e.,

te (in short, MCLRJ ashttps: / /sbi.co.in, the marginal cost of lending

on date i.e., 10.01.2025 is 9.10%. Accordingly, the prescribed rate of

+2o/o i.e., l7.llVo perinterest will be marginal cosl

annum.

17. The definition of term ' er section 2(za) of the

Act provides that le from the allottee by

the promoter, in the rate of interest

which the prom in case ofdefault.

The relevant s

"(zo) by the promoter
or the ollottee,
Explonotion. -

(il

ti) the rote of interest by the promoter, in
interest which thecase of default, shall be

promoter of delault;
shall be ftom thethe interest

part thereof till the
date the a is refunded,
and the sholl be from
the date the ollottee defaults in pqment to the promoter till the dote
it is paid;"

Therefore, interest on the delay payments from the complainant shall

be charged at the prescribed rate i.e., 11.10% p.a. by the

respondent/promoter which is the same as is being granted to the

complainant in case ofdelay possession charges.

On consideration of the documents available on record and

submissions made by the parties, the authority is satisfied that the

18.

int No. 597 of 2022

the rote

79.
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respondent is in contravention ofthe section 11(4J(a) of the Act by not

handing over possession by the due date as per the agreement. It is a

matter offact that buyer's agreement executed between the parties on

18.03.2013, the possession of the booked unit was to be delivered

within a period of 42 months from the of execution of the

agreement, which comes out to be 18.09.2016. Till date no occupation

certificate has been obtained bythe respondent. The authority is ofthe

considered view that there is delay on the of the respondent to

offer physical possession o unit and it is failure on part of

the promoter to fulfil its o and onsibilities as per the

buyer's agreement over the possession

within the stipul

20, Accordingly, tained in section

11(4) (aJ read Act on the part of

is entitled to delaythe respondent i

possession cha rest i.e., 11.10% p.a.

for every month of by complainant to the

respondent from the due ession i.e., 18.09.2016 till the

btaining occupation

two months or handing

over of provisions ofsection

18(11 ofthe Act read with rule 15 ofthe rules.

F.llI To get an order in their favour by directing the respondent party

to provide area calculation (carpet area, loadin& and super area).

The respondent has increased the area without any iustification.
21. As per section 19(1) of the Act, the allottee is entitled to obtain

information relating to sanctioned plans, layout plan along with

offer of possession of the

certificate from the comDet(

plaint No.597 of2022

so to section 18[1

specifications, approved by the competent authority and such other
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information as provided in this Act or rules and regulations made

thereunder or the agreement for sale with the promoter.

romoter is directed toTherefore, in view ofthe same, the responden

provide documents and details i.e., area ca ation with justification

e complainant within afor increase in area ofthe unit in question to

period of 1 month from the date ofthis order.

F.IV. To get an order in his favour by directing respondent party to

withdraw the demand of Rs. 6,20,289/- 7,r9,40O /-.

22. The complainant has con charges raised by

the respondent-promoter d

23. It is pleaded that out ofthe above-mentioned charges detailed, there is

no basis to demand charges against increase in area, average

escalation costand balance service tax/GST. Though demand under the

heading increased area charges (i.e., increase in area x booking/

aintNo.597 of 2022

Amount (Rs.)

4,47 ,262 /-
qtq crq-d

7 ,t9,4OO /-

77,86,9s1/-

4,78,97 0 /-
3,24,179 /-

Balance Service Tax/GST [i.e. (B-C)=D 7,54,851,/-

Delay Possession Penalty @ Rs.5/- sq. ft. s,1e,69s /-
Total Outstanding Dues [i.e., (A+D-E) =F 14,22,707 /-

Page 13 of20
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Area x Booking/ Allotment Rate

6,20,2A9

Increased Area Charges (i.e., Increase in I
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allotment rate) has been mentioned as Rs. ,1.9,400 /- but without

tted unit was executedgiving any basis. A buyer's agreement w.r.t a

between the parties on 18.03.2013 and clause .2 provides with regard

to maior alteration/modification resulting in of+/- 10% change

in the super area of the apartment or materi / substantial change in

the sole opinion of and as determined by the

reference to clause 9.2 ofthe agreement must

eveloper/company. A

9.2 Major alteration/modifi cation

In case of any major
excess of+100/o change
or material/substantial

ifica resulting in
of

determined by the D ln
ofthe materials to said apartment
any time prior on certificate,
the develop/ intending
allotee(s) in the resultant

to be paid bychange, ifan
him/her an liver to the
Developer/ objections to

fdispatch bythe changes
the Developer, ing which the
intending all ven his/her full
and uIconditio I all such

ifanytobepaid inalterations/modifica

sole

etail as under:

aid apartment
nion of and as

specifications

consequence thereof:.,,....,

24, It is not disputed that the due date for completion ol the project has

already expired 6: p.q{.Ar dlftel},d,tei,eOr a"."nd against theL./U ) \ Ll \-/ j\ra: I "
above-mentioned head was raised vide letters dated 07.09.2021 and

the same is as per the above-mentioned provision of the buyer

agreement. Ifthe complainanthave anyobiection against the purposed

change/increase, the complainant has a right to challenge t}te same

within the period stipulated as per buyers' agreemenl However, the

respondent-builder is also duty bound to explain that increase in the

super area ofthe unit vis a vis the project before raising such demand.

the changes th
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That in /VCDRC con sumer case no,285 of207

Vs Experion Developers Private Limited,

respondent is not entitled to change any amou

in area. The relevant part ofthe order has been

document has

The complainB have been filed mainly for two The first is
thqtthe opposite parLy has demanded extra
and second is the delay in handing over the

ney for excess area
on. In respect

of excess areo, the complainants have made a point that without
any basis the opposite pa demand r excess qreq and
the certificote of the a to the loinant, which
ofa loter date. The j the pa that on the basis
of the internal report of the d nd was made for
excess qrea is not

titled as Pawan Gupto

it was held that the

on account ofincrease

roduced hereunder:

report or any other
to prove the excess

area. once th the competent
of the common

per area cannot
authority, the
spaces and
change unt flat or in the

oftheprojectarea of any
(plot area) is would be that
the opposite the areas ofthe
originql ap llats with finally
approved co flqts. This has not
been don

in respect o[ the extr
harm in communicating and chargino for the extra area at the
fiaolswtp bltJblthe soke of transporenc! the must share the
actual reqson for increase in the suoer area based on the
comoqrison of the originallv qpproved buildings qnd finally
approved buildings. Basicallv. the idea is that the opposite pqrql
ollottee must know the chang! in the linallv approved llv-o and
areas of common spaces and the originallv qpproved lav-out and
areas. ln m! view. until this is done. the opboslte parlt is not
entitled lo pavment of onJ) excess oreq. Though the Real Estdte
Regulation Act {REP.y'.I 2016 hqs mode it compulsory Ior the

plaint No. 597 of2022
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however the, problem of super area is not
further reforms are required.

t fully solved and

Considering the above-mentioned facts, the

the respondent has increased the super area

thority observes that

the flat from 1650 sq.

ft. to 1815 sq. ft. vide offer ofpossession for outs dated 07,09.2021

thereby increasing the area ofthe subject unit 165 sq. ft. i.e. 10%. In

view ofthe above, the Authority has clear

if there is any increase in super are4 the

tion that as per BBA

y shall intimate the

intending allottee in writi pre t case, the respondent

has intimated to the com ng in super area, of

the subject unit at the es on for fit outs and not

before. Further, n were made to the

complainant in respondent cannot

charge any am ly on account of

increase in the

specific details

justification and

area/carpet area.

. Escalation

27. The complainant took a spondent-builder has

f offer of possession.

scalation was duly

/agreement and the

same was incorporated in the buyer agreement. The undertaking to

pay the above-mentioned charge was comprehensively set out in the

buyer agreement.

The said clause of the agreement is reproduced hereunder: -

Clause 1.2

It is mutually agreed and binding between the Allottee(s) ond the
Compony that 500k of the Totol Price of the Said ApdrtmenC shall be
treated as construction cost for the purpose of computotion oJ

ntNo.597 of 2022

26.

arbitrarily imposed escalation cost at
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delayed interesC

28. This is just to co

position and

allottee is left wi

was a result of

the unit, leading to

be unjust to

imposition of es

be charged from

F.V To get an order

to charge GST.

tax which came into existence after the due da

Page 17 of 20

Escolotion Chorges. lt is further mutudlly that within the
obove stated construction cost, the com of steel, cement,
other construction moterialt fuel ond power and lobour shall be
154k. 100k, 400k, 5% ond 30% respectively of the construction cosL
Escalation chorges shall be computpd ot the of42 months i.e.

in April,2016.The RBI indexes for the month of '.2012 ond
for the month Morch,2016 shall be taken os the opening and closing
indexes respectively to compute the Escalotipn Ch\rges. The
Company sholl appoint o reputed firm of Accountonts to
independently audit and verily the computotion of, tion charges

and verifieddone by the Compony from time to time. Such
Escalation Chorges shall be paid/refunded for
may be. by/to the Allottee(s) before the offer of

l), as the case
ion ofthe Said

Apartment to the Allotlee(s). Chorges, 4s intimoted to the
Allottee(s) sholl be fina Allottee(s). The
Allottee(s) qgrees ond un defoult in payment of th e
Escolotion Charges shall be under the terms

ll be honded over
infullolong with

and conditions ofthe
to the Allottee(s) un

his dominant

e agreement and the

tted lines. The delay

the possession of

attribute

Therefore, it would

lainant. Hence, the

and the same cannot

respondent party

29. It is contended on behalf of the com that vide letter dated

07.09.2021 the respondent raised a demand for a sum of Rs.4,78,97 0 /-
on account of balance service tax/GST. That nd is illegal as the

incidence ofGST came into effect from 01.07.2017 and the due date for

completion ofthe project unit was fixed as 18. .2016. Therefore, the

ofpossession and this
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extra cost should not be levied on the complai ant. The authority has

4031 of 2019 titled as

the authority has held

decided this issue in the complaint bearing

Varun Cupta V/s Emaar MGF Land Ltd. wherei

that for the projects where the due date of ssession was prior to

07.07.2017 fdate of coming into f of GSTJ, the

respondent/promoter is not entitled to ch anv amount towards

GST from the complainant/allottee as the liab lity of that charge had

not become due up to the due date of posses ion as per the buyer's

agreements.

30. In the present complaint, the subject unit was

incidence of GST camerequired to be deli

into operation th complainants cannot

be burdened to solely due to

of the subjectrespondents'

unit. So, the ear the difference of

of possession till thegovernment taxes

date of offer of p

taxes fixed by the

the respondent from giving effect to unfair clauses unilaterally

incorporated in the apartment buyer agreement

31. The respondent shall not charge anything from the complainant which

is not part ofthe buyer's agreemenL

G. Directions ofthe authority

32. Hence, the authority hereby passes this order and issues the following

directions under section 37 of the Act to ensure compliance of

lon

plaint No,597 of2022
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obligations cast upon the promoter as per the

authority under section 34(f):

The respondent is directed to handove possession of the unit

days afterallotted to the complainant within a

obtaining valid occupation certificate.

II. The respondent is directed to pay the in at the prescribed rate

i.e. 11.100/o per annum for every month of ay on the amount paid

by the complainant from the due date ofp ion i.e., 18.09.2016

rill the offer of e sub flat after obtaining

authority plus tlvo

months or ichever is earlier as per

the provisions read with rule 15 of the

rules.

III. The respo accrued within

90 days 15(2) of the rules

and th be paid till date of

handing over on or before the 10s of

each succeeding mo

IV. The rate of es by the promoter,

in case of i.e., 11.10% by the

responden ofinterest which the

in case ofdefault i.e.,promoter shall be liable to pay to the al

the delayed possession charges as per on 2[za) of the Act.

V. The respondent shall not charge anythi from the complainant,

ent. The respondent iswhich is not the part of the buyer's

not entitled to claim holding charges from

at any point of time even after being part

complainant/allottee

the buyer's agreement

n entrusted to the

od of 60

occupation certificate comp

mplaint No. 597 of2022
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34.

No.597 of 2022

Complaint as well as applications, if
accordingly.

File be consigned to registry.

HARE
GURUGRA

as per law settled by hon'ble Supreme in civil appeal nos.

3864-3889 /2020 decided on 74.72.2020.

4"*w

stands disposed off

(Arun Kumar)
Chairman

ry Authority, Gurugram

Dated: 10.01.2025
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