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Pinki Goyal vs M/s. Arrsal H

per comlplainant, the respondent is Pri'vate Li

ich is duly incorporated under thr:

ies Act, L956 and is fully ble for

and carry on day-to-day a irs throu

Ansal Estella'is a Residential

eing deve)toped by respondent, on a parcel of

r 103, Gurugram, Tehsil and Di Gu

the rr:spondent gave and.

about the project. Son of the

siter and

it from the respondent by investi hard

pondent's project. Booking was

lainant

lor sale

plan.

tof

1.L, Rs.

LL, Rs.
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48,17,239/- under construcl:ion li

hat son ol'the complainant paid an e

1,.04.201,L, Rs. 1,56,992/- on 02.01

2.05.2017, Rs. 50,000/- on, 03.05

.06.2011 and Rs. 2,06,992/- on L6.

d Rs. 7Ct,400/- on 19.07.2011, Rs. 0t6,,992/'-

,3,1!i /- ort

81,540 / - on 1,2.06.20L2 respectivel
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That the respondent allotted a res

508 of 1245 sq. ft @ basic price of

complainant wherein the respondent

possession ,of the flat within 36 months

of apartment buyers agreemeni[, which

fcomplainant) and respondent

representative on 28.6.2072.

As per the terms and conditions of

218.6.20L2, the respondent could not

condition of the agreement and failed

fl;at/unit to Ehe complainant within c

36 months and not in stipulaterl grace

i.e. till 28.72:,.20L5.

T'hat the complainant paid a total am

01.03.2017. The complainant m

respondent on many occasions to give

Tlhat the complainant had miade al

considerati<ln as per terms of builder

respondent has delayed the possession

reasons known best to them.

ng Limited

al apartment Unit No. K-

3300/- per sq. ft to tht:

d to complete/give the

frorn the date of executiorr

executed between her"

rough its authorized

e agreemrent executed on

ply with t;he terms and

to crffer ;rossression of ther

mitrnentT'agreed period oll

of lurther 6 months;

n,t of Rs. 4[t,06,1.57 /- tlill

r;ever:rl requests to

sion. of tLhe unit.

full llayment of sale

uyer agreernent and ther

of Llnit dr:liberately or for
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That she [r:omplainantJ filed a com

utlnority for the possession of the flat

lowed the complaint and direr:ted th

terest @ 9.30o/o Per annum from 28.

of the possession of the flat.

That the resrpondent failed to deliver

id not even apply for any completion c

ority.

In view of the facts mentioned above,

llowing reliefs: -

To pass an order and give ne

respondent to pay @ Rs. 5 Perr sq. fe

super built up area of unit/flat for

2.72.2015 to till date, to the complai

condition of the agreement dated

5,40,000/-.

To pass an order for a loss of aP

question, as comPlainant cannot Pu

unit even in double Price and thus

Rs. 35,00,000/-.

3. To impose penaltY upon the resPo

of Sectiorr 60 of RE (R&D) Act for wi

them.

L2.

Iaint before the RERA

the REP'A authoritY

respondrent to paY the

2.201.5 tjill the handing

unit till ',28.1.2.201,5 and

ificate to the concerned

the comyllainant sought

ry directions to the

per month calculated on

ry month ol'delay w.e.f.

t as per the term and

12J2015 totalling to Rs.

iation of price of unit in

hase the s[milar type of

'd 
suffered loss of abJut

ent as per the Provisions

lful default committed bY

,l,L_

fro
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totalling to
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Director, M

respondent

nager, Sec

company a
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in Sec. 69 of

es 20L7 .

criminal
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n 420, 406
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r relief, wh
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as per the p

for con tionr of Sec. L

pa for Ioss of
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pay
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h this H 'ble Authority

the facts and circumstances
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[a) in ?ccorla

the case mzty

[b)--------, he

the allottee

prejudice to
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18. Ir[eedless to

the project but sa

filing a complaint;

been alllowed. P

clear tlhat where a

project, he shall be

delay till handin

prescrlibed. Rule 1

Development) Ru
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