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16 fin brief The Act of

na Real Estate [Regu

20L7 against Conscient I

Asp complainant, on 1B.04.

a unt in commercial comple

Rs. 8,34,51,3/- as

a payment receipt

15.05 023, against allotted

C, admeasuring 595 sq.

1.09,

27.04

2L.09

Rs. 4

rugram. The said

ction Link payment p

48,39,295f -, com

Rs.40,23,390/- and Rs.

Builder Buyer's

between the parties on

king. As per clause

respo t had to give

days,

nent to mention here

the d e date of possession vi

43 of 2021..

respondent issued

20t5, 27.04.2016, 22.04

20L8,70.0I.2079 and 03

1,7,258, Rs. 2,08,629,

s from signing of the B

herefore the due date o

3,8 , Rs. 3,37,964, Rs.

frr)

I

frastructure Prt Ltd

01.6) read with Rule 29 of The

n and Development) Rules,

cture Pvt. Ltd.[promoter)

0.[i], He(comprlxinznt) booked

dev'eloped by respondent and

kinlg amount. The respondlent

s;ent an allotment letter on

it/ Flat no. 1008, 10tt Floor,

, in "Conscient One",

was purchased under the
a

n fbr a total sale consideration

oll the basic sale price to the

1,5,905 /- qua other cha

t (BBA) was executed

.07.201,5 i.e. after 27 mon

8.2 and 8.3 of the B

ss;ion of the unit within 42

with a grace period of :[

possession wars 29.0L.201.9. lt

at Hon'ble Authority uphLeld

crrder dated 29.A7.2019t in

and letters on 06.08.20t

0L6, L4.06.2A17, 71..09.2A

.2019 demanding amount

,+,L9,842, Il.s. 70,508,

0,508, Rs. 3,i17,964 and
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mplainant) approached

g 1.43 of 2021., seeki

. On 07.12.2022, the Au
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'o direct the respondent :o pay US Dollarr 3931..8 to
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mplainant specially me from USA, to India

isitation purpose only the unit in quLestion.
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be handed over to the allottee within a period of' 42

sho abour various orders passecl by NGT and

wea r conditions in Gur and non-payment of

i ments by different allotteer; of the pro ject are beyond

CO of respondent. That due to force majeure

with 6 months period frorn the dated of

tion of agreement and the complainant agreed to pay
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refund the amount as received from the complainant, along with

interest.

16. section 1B (1) of The Real Estate fRegulation and Development)

Act,20L6, if the promoter fails to complete or building:- he shall be

liable on demand to the allottees, in case the allottee wishes to

withdraw from the project, without prerjudice to any other remedy

available, to return the amount received by him in respect of that
I

apartment, plo! building, as the iase{ may be, with interest at such
l

rate as may be prescribed in this be$alf including compensation in

the manner as provided under this Aci.

17. simply to say that refund of amount lhas been allowed along with

interest, is not enough to compensate the buyer. Perhaps keeping in

view all this, the Parliament of India has provided for awarrl of

compensation also, along with refund pf amount withr interest.
r

LB. According to respondent, due to force majeure circumstances.

same could not complete the construction. I do not found much

substance in this plea. The respondent fa,iled to adduce any evidence

in this regard. Moreover, the respondenrt has alread.y been granted

six months time anticipating such circumstances, which were

beyond its control.
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lete the construction. In
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t.'Ihe complainant is
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sion i.e. 29.t07.20t9 tiil
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r a sum of [ts. 5.50 lacs

p][ystcal torture. Apparenr.; Vl
sale consideration wh

rns;ation of his dream houser,rl{rI
physical agony to him.

ve amoutrt and same

for this purporse to be paid

r a sum of IISD 3931.8

having come from USA

lainant was not required.
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I during proceedings of thi.s case. Morreover, same has

warded compensation for ntental agony and physical

of payment of ad fee has been put on file. It is

t that complainant wa,s representecl by a counsel
'l

proceedings of this case., SaLme is awarcled Rs. 50,000/-

of litigation to be paid by the complainant. Respondent
fr-

:ted to pay said amount4wittrin 30 days fi:om today along

nterest at the rate of 10.150% till re:rlization of the

t. Complaint is thus disposed of. File be consigned to

room.

: consigned to records. 
]

rnced in open court i.e. 26.01i.2025.

d{--
(Raiender Kurnar)
Adiudicating Officer,

Haryana Real Estate Regulartory Authoriity,
Gurugram
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