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BEFORE THE HARYANA REAI, ESTATE REGUI,ATORY AUTHORITY,
GURt'GRAM

Complaint no. | 6600 of2oz2
Date ofd€cision : 25.03,2025

M/s Ernaar India Limited
(formerly known as Emaar MCF Land Ltd.l Through its
Authorized representative Sh. Sayantan Mondat.
Addressr EmaarBusiness Park, M.c. Road, Sikandarpur,
Sector-28, Gurugram-122002, Haryana

Versus

l. Sh. Vivek Sharma
2. Sh. Hira LalShanna
Both RR/o; - [-44, Ki]okari Village,oppo.
Ll.rgh, Nclv Delhi 110014

shriVijay (umnr Goyal
Shn Ashok Sanhwan

Shrilshaan Dang

Chairman

l

ORDER

'I'he present complaint has bc.n filed by the complainant/promoter under

seclion 31 oi the Real [state (llegu]ation and Development) Act, 2016 {in
short, the Aco read with rule 28 oi rhe Haryana Real Estate (Regulation and

Dcvelopment) Rules, 2017 (in short, the RulesJ ror violation of section

18(ll{b) ot the Act whi.h provides fo. inabilt} ol0re p.omote. to contrnue

with dre project read with section 31 ol the Act ol 2016. The

con)phinant/promoter has contended that rhe project of the complainant on

account of cerrain unavoidable circumstances and lorce majeure condirion

hnd to hak th. constru.tion ofthc sard project.

Advocate for the complainant
Advocate for the respondents
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A. Proiectand unit related detalls

2. The particulars of the project, the details of sale considerat,on. the amount

paid by the allottees, dare oi proposed handing over the possession, delay
period,,fany, havebeen deta,led in the folowing tabutar form:

*,HARERA
$-b" eunucnnri,r

l "Comherce Park", Sector-61, Village chara,

.1. Registered vide no. 58 of 2017 dated
17.08,2017 valid up to 31.03.2021
The Promoter/Develop€rlE sorrender
the registraUon cerdrlcate
o7.10.2(J22

DTCP li.rnc€ LiceDceno. 34 of 2008 dated 23.02.2008
valid np to 22.02-2026
Active Promoters Pvt. Ltd
CP'ST- 10-014, 1otr, Floor, Tower south
IPase4l of.oinplaintl
1626.14 sq. ft.
(Pase41 ofcoDplaint)

9 Date booking application 24.12.2023
(Page no. 25 of the compliantl

l0 Provisional Allotment letter 02.07.20t4
(Pageno. 33 of complaintl

ll Date of execution of buye.'s 25.03.2014

IPaee no.38 of complaintl
12 16.POSSESSTON

G) nme of handtns ove. ,he Possesslon
(i) The Conpany shall e ndeovot to deliver the
f)o$e$ion oI the Unit ta the Allo\ee within
36 (thi.ty s*) months from the date oJ
stort oI consaruction, subject, however, ta
the Force Mojeure cohditions os stated in
clause 33 of rhis Ag.eement and Jurthet
subject to the Allottee harino strictly
conplied ||ith oll the termohd conditians of
this Agreement un.l hat being in delauh
under an! prorisiohs of this Agreenent nnd
all onounts due dnd payable by the Allottee
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lfacts ofthe complaint

Thc complaiDaDt/pronroter has rnadc rhe tollowing submissions

i That the name of the complainant has been changed irom Emaa. MCF

Land t.rnrited ro IIMAAR India Limired w.e.t 07.10.2020 as is evidenr

tiom thc certillcate issued b) rhe Govemmenr of Indja, Ministry oi
Corporate Aflairs, New Delhi. Thar the complainant is a company duty

incorporated and registered under the provrsions of the Compan,es Acr,

1956, having its registe.ed olflce at 306-308, Square One, C 2, District

Centre, Sxket, New Delhi 110 017 and coryorate office .r! Emaar

Uusiness Pirk, Mehrauli Gurg.ron Road, Sikand.rpur Chowk, Sector-28,

Curgaon 122002. Mr. Sayantan Mondal is fully conversant with the fucts

ol lhe p..sent case and has been duly aurhorjzed by virrue ot Eoard

ResolutioD datcd 08.0t12022 passcd by rhe Eoard oi Directors ot the

(onplarntno.6b00 of 2O2U

under this Agrcenent hoving b@n Wi.l in
time to the Conpany. The Company sholl give
notne ra fte Allottee- oJJerins in wnt'ns, tu
the Allo$ee to toke possesion ol the Uni forhts occupot@n ohd uy ("Nohce of

(Emphasis suppliedl
IPa.e no. 53 nf .6mnliinrl

Du( Jate olpos\!\\ron 26.09.2017

lcalculated 36 months from date of srart of
construction i-e., 26,09.2014)

l4 Total sales conside.arion Rs.1,53,97,303 /-
(As per S.O.A dared 26.0A.2022 ot pale
21 ofcomplaint)

Amount paid by the Rs.59,21,955 /.
[As per 5.0.A dared 26_08.2022 on page

Occupanon certficate
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ii. That the complainant

standing and engaged

and was in the process of developing an IT park colony under the name

and style of 'Commerce Park" on a parcel o and admeasu.ing 5.65 acres

situated atsector -61, Village Ghara, Gurugram, and Haryana, tndia.

iii. That the respondents after makiDg nrdependent enquiries and onty atter

being fully satisfied about rbe project, approached the complainant for

bookinga commercial unit iD the said project.

tr 'lhat dr. respondents had booked a commer.ial unir tn the said prolect

bearing unit r)o. CP-S'f-10014 admeasuring 1626.14 sq. it. vjde

applicanon lonn datcd 24.12 2013_ Thereafter, the sa,d unit had been

allotted vide allotment letter dated 02.01.2014. Subsequently, a buye/s

agreement had been executed on 2s.03.2014 for the aforesaid unit

setting out ternrs and coDdition ior the purchase oi the un[. The said

terms we.e duly accepted by the respondent at rhe rime of execution ot

the buyer's agreement.

v. That (he respondcnts made a paymenr of Rs.10,00,000/ to the

conrplirinan( as booking rDrorLnt. ]'hc conrplainrnr issued rhe receipts

.late.l 27-\2-2A73 to tbe Respondents againsr rhe said bookins

is a well reputed company with inremational

in the business of real estate and infrastructure

Thereafter, the buyer's agreement was executed between the parties on

25.03.2014. The said agreement was duly signed by the respondenrs

alter properly understanding.ach and every clause contained in the

Agreement. The rcsponde.ts ilere ne,ther lorced nor influenced by rhe

complajnant to sign the said agreement and the agreemenr had been

executed voluntarily by the rcspondenc. The buyer's agreement duly

covers all the obligatio.s, liabrLities ard rights ol both the parties and the

consequeD.cs of any breach ofthe agreed te.ms.
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vi. That rhe respondents had opted for possession linked payment ptan as

perthe terms ofbuyer agreement in pursuance otwhich the respondents

had paid an amounr of Rs.59,21,95s/-our of the total sale consideration

oi unit amounting to Rs.1,63,97,303/-. The complainant had starred

construction oithe said project in the year 2014. Subsequently, as per rhe

payment plan, demand was raised on 14.02.2014 on booking and within
45 days ofbooking by the complainant. Thereafrer, another demand had

been raised by the complainanr on 31.03.2014 as against amount to be

vii. Thereafter, the complainant on account of certain unavoidable

circumstances and force majeure condition had to halt the consrruction

ol the said project. After 31.03.2014, the complainant has not raised any

demand lrom the .espondents lor lurther pa),rnents as per rhe payment

plan opled by the respondents. Thc sanre h:s been done owing to cer.tain

unavoidable circumstances and lorce majeure situarion on account oi
which the complainant is unable to continue w,th rhe consrruction ofthe
sajd p.oject. lurthermore, there is a land dispure as far as the land in

question is concerned, litigar,on lor whjch is pendrng before Honble

Supreme Cou.tand other forums.

viii. That as per clause 33 ol the Buyers agreement clearly states that the

complaurant shall neither be liable nor responsjble for nor peraorming

any ol its obligations or urxl.r1aking as provided in rhe agreement itsuch

perfornrance ls prevented or delayed due to a lorce majeure siruation.

Thc contents ol clauss 33 in the tsuyers Agreement are reproduced

herein belorv for the convenien.e ofthe Hon'ble Authority:-

Complarnt no.6600 of l0l2

"3j, FORCE MAIEURE
The Conpan! shall nat be held responyble ot liablefor not perlomhg
ontobligation or undeftoking prorided inEt alio fot in this Agr@n nt
I such petomance is prevenEd, deloyed or hihdered br delqt on
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i"

That the complainant on previous occasions had tried ro reach out ro

respondent for the refund of, the paid consideration owing to

I IARER
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occouht al nan.uvattabittr ol ncet ahd/ot .enent ond/ot atht
l-JJ-lo 1-at,n' tat- uDpt,,t dt t4 pr,\q at ,tnwrjoLi!t,,Le
ot t1!p to o orptt, r znplot?d q th..onpo\ ot arJ o-t at cno tup t1oat1 .rplo..o4. war r,ar vnori\t
a\,,. \oLotoJL -nobtt,.y to oro\!.e at genetat \n4r.oSe al pne,Sl,o.1ni- noteLut\ ot _uoolp, tottut. ot
ianspottotran, strikes, ta.k otts octian oI lobaLr unian, chonse n
ta\r at ol cavernnert (|r.hlttnts Locat & MunLtpo! Authottie:) or
.the. t.usc (tuheth.r tnilu. a. di\atntat to the Ioreeoinq), now
., rf, rl. eau.,,l" -. . , , at .t.a 'i po.l

Tbat as per clause 22.3 (iiil of the Buyert Agreement ctearly states rhat
upon cancellation olthis agreement, rhe allottee aurhorizes the company

that the uDit in Ore projcd may be sotd to any other party by the

company o. dealt in any other anner, as the company may, jn its sole

discretion, deem fit as ifthis agreement had never been executed and in

the event olthe company electing to cancel this agreemen! the company

lvill .cfund the amount received trom rhe a oncc. The content of Chuse

22.3 [i'i] are .eprodirccd herein below f,or the convenience of this

22, EVENTSOF DEFAULTS A D CONSEQUENCES
22 3 (rit) lhe Allolee dgrces thot upan such cun.eltotjon of thts

^!)re.tnun, 
tlE cathpor! \!ll he relea\ed ,(t ttt\Lharged al ult

habntues und abligottan! mder this Altrcendt uhtl the Alkttee
hucb! autha.ses the O)nipdnt that the Uni D the prc)ect na! be
sakl ta an! .thef port! b! the Canpony at deab m any other nannet,
ds the Compony naj, n itt sole dtsi*ion, deen lt ds jf this
Asreenent had nevd been executed ond wtthout accountinp, to the
Altottee, lor ony of the praeeds of srch sate ]n the event of the
(:an\oht, el.cttn! tacohLelthis,,tg,eenent, the con\ony \|il rcfLnd
tha otnount rc.eived hon) the AllauE oltq de.tudns the anauntsas
.lbtt.\ult, but oru oler reothing suh .elLtndoble umount an
lurth \ok/retok to an! oker pa.ty_ u k ctoriled herc thot afte.
rcJund, bf thc cantpon|r ta tlE Allo$ee, of the abave-sad onount, the
lllotee \hatt haw na nght a. otercn undet thts Asrcehent ih any

rhe

discontinuance ol the construction of the said project. However, the
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responderrr is not coming toNard to rake the refund ot rhe toral paid

considerationintentionallyinorderto btackmait rhecomplainant.
xi. Ihat the complainant rea.hed out to the respondents somewhere in the

year 2020 tor sctttement and for retund ot the entire sale p.oceeds paid

by the respondents titl dare as prescribed under rhe Ad. However. the
rcspondents wiltingty and knowingly refrained irom accepting the retund
amoun! as prescribed under rhe Act on one prerext or anorher, thereby
dclaying tle trhole process ot setrtemcnr !D(t in order to keep rhe

interest clo.k (icking to ttrsir advanrage.

xii. That there is also an onCoing litigation pending adjudicarion with respect

to prolect land in question before different forums on account of which
thc conrplirinan las unable to p.oceed wirh rhe construcrion as ptnnn€d

during the initialstages otthe project

xi'i.'lhat the complainant is ready to retund the amount paid by rhe

respondenr in rhe said project i. terms ofrhe provisions of the Act, 2016.

I{owevcr, the rcspondents are llor con)ing torivnrd to rake refund of rhe

aDrount paid by rhcDr despitc severaltbllow ups and reminders from the

complainant. In facr, rhe respondenrs are demanding an exorbitanr

.rlnount .rlong w,th inreresr hom the complnjnanr. Hence, the

complainanr was consrrained ro iile the present.oniplaint.

xiv. That thc present conrplaint is liled ander Section 31[1]. The complajnant

lalh under rhe deiinition ofpromoter as defined under the Act. Thus. the

complainant is at liberty ro fjte rhe presenr Comptaint under section 18

[1]tbl ot rhe srid Act ilhich providcs tor inabitrly of the promoter to
continue ilith the projccr, atong wirh Secrion 3t ottheActoa2016.

xv That being aggrieved and frustrated by the present circumstances and

ex.rsperated by the nralalide acts and btack mailing by rhe.espondents,
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the complainanr is lett with no other oprion bur to approach rhe

Authority, prayjng lor adequate retiefs.

xvi. That rhe caus. otactjon ro tile the present comptianr is srillsubsisring as

the respondents have nor accepred the relund of rhe total ]raid
consideration ir rhe said project even after lrtakjng repeated requests on

pa.tolthe complainanr.

xvii. That this Aurhority has lurisdiction to entertair the presenr complaint
since the p.oject is siruatcd in Gurugram wirhrn the terrttorial
jurisdiction oi rhis Aurhorty. The comptainanr has nor tiled any othe.
complaint or suit ofsimilar nature ir any courr oataw.

Itelief sought by thc complaioant/promot€r

Thc complainan t/pr omoter has liled the prcsent cornptiant for seeking

iollowir)g reliels:

i. Direct the respondents to accept the reiund oftotalpaid considerat,on ot
Rs.59,21,9s5/- as provided under the Acr oi2016.

ii. To compensate thc complainant tor rhe legal costs nrcurred in jnstiruting

thc present co mplaint.

Or Lhe date ol hearlng, the Authorty explained to the respondents/allortees

lbout the conrravention as alleged to have been commirted in relation ro

pn^,isions ot thc Acfto plead gutl(y or Do! to ptead guitry.

Reply by the respondert/allottees
-lht ..spondent/allottees have contested the present cornplaint on the

lollowinggrounds:

i. That the prcsent cornplaint is riot maintainablc in law or on iacts. tt is

submitted thar rhe present complaint is not maintainable before this

Authority under the provisions olthe Act, 2016 and the Rules, 2017. The

prese.t conrplaint is ljable ro be dism,ssed on this ground alone. Even

otherwrse. rhe.omplainl is Dot nrarnrrrnabtc rn trw and merits dismissal.
Page a oi14
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ii. That the present reply is being filed by Sh. Kanwat Kushik Advocate on

behalfolthe respondents. The requisite power otattorney favouring rhe
counsel to file rhe reply on behata of the respondents. All averments.

clajms, allegarions and contenrions .aised ,n rhe complainr oi rhe

complainant aredenied as false and incorrect untess specifically admitted
to be hrc by the respondents. The conrenrs ot rhe complaint thar not
being specilically admj(ed may be d.emed to have been denied ald

iii. That the complainanr has got no tocus standi or cause oiaction to file rhe

present complaint. The present complaint is based on an erroneous

interp.ctation ol rhe provisions oi rhe Act as we as an inco.rect
understanding olthe terms and conditions ofbooking, as shallbe evident

lrom the sLrbmissions made in the followjng paras of rhe present reply.

The respondenrs craves teave otthis Authority to refer to and rely upon

thc ternrs and condirions sct our in thc applicarion form as well as tle
terms and condirions ior paynrents, ,n derailat the rnne ofthe hearing ot
the presenr complaint, so as to bring out the murual obligations and the

responsrbilities ol the respondents as well as rhe complainanr

jv. That the conrplainant is estopped by his own acrs, conduct, acquiescence,

laches, onrissions etc. from liling the present complajnt. The comptainaDr

has faile.l to disclose the complete factuat backsro u nd ofthe case.

Copies ofallthe relevant do.uments have been nted and ptaced on the record.

l heir authenti.jry is Dor in disput.. Ilenc., the comptajnr can be dec,ded on

thc basis ofthesc undisputed docunrents and submission made by the parries

T1'c complainant has filed the writren submjssions on 17.03.202S which is

t.rken on record and has been considered by the Authoritv while adjudicating

ufon the relieisought by the conrDlnilranr.
Page 9 ol14
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,u risdiction of the Autho.iry
'l'lrc Authority obse.vcd that it has territorial as wetl as subiecr matter
jurisdi.tion to adjudicate the presenrcomplaint for the reasons given be1oM,.

E.l Terrirodal,urisdictioh

As per notilication na. t/92/2017.1TCp dated t4.tz_Z\r7 issued by Town
,n(l Counlry Planning Department, Haryana rhe jurisdjction of Reat Esrate

Itcgulatory Anthority, curugram shatl be enti.e Gurugram District aor a

purpose with oili.e situared rn curugrarrl. In rhe present case, the projecr in
qrcstion is situated lvithin rhe ptanning area ot curugram District, therefo.e
11,5 authorily has complete territo al jur,sdiction ro deat with the presenr

li.lI Subie.t-haueriurisdiction

l hc Authority has complete jurisdicnon to decide rhe comptaint .egarding

' ror,rpl d',cc or obligd ons Lv tIe promore, r\ pFr provr\rons of 5e!l.on
11141[a) of the Act and duties ol the alloftee as pcr section 19 of the Act

lerving aside conrpensation wh,ch is ro be decided by rhe adjudicaring oficer,
it pLrrsLred by the parrics ar a later srage.

In' d i'rg o n the relief so ught by the comptatnanr/pro m otert.l Direct rhe responde.ts/attottees to ac.ept the retund ot totat paid
cohsideration ottts,59,21,955/.as provided undcr thr Act ofZ016.I',ll To compensatc the .onrptainant for the legal costs incurred in
instituting the presenr complaint,

lD the presenr case, the complainant/promoter has allotted the unit bearing

r,). CP-ST-10-014, 10s iloor, ir Tower South, ior an area admeasu.ing

1625.14 sq fl. to the rcspondcnrs/alloftees in rhe project ot the

co DplaiDan!/promoter namely, Connre.ce park, Sector61, Vi age char.t,

Curugram ljaryana vide provrsionat allotment tett.r dated 02.01.2014.
'll'..eafter, the buycrs dgreement was execut.d jnter se parties on

25 03.2014. As pcr clause 16(a) ot the buycr's agreerrcnr, rhe possession $.as

ptuposed to bc haDded over on or betore 26.09.2017. The respondenrs/
Page 10ot14
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allottees have paid an amount ot Rs_59,2t,956/- against the rotal sale

consideration ol Rs.1,63,97,303/ . The complainant/promoter has surrender
the registration certrticrre oithe prrlect on 07.10.2022.

Now, the complainant/promoler has filed the presenr complaint seeking the
rlrspondents/allortees to accept rhe retund oi totat paid consideration oi
Its.s9,21,e55/- under section 18{1J(bl of the Act of 2016 which provides tor
inrbility of the pronroter to continuc ivith the projec! read with section 3t of
th. Act o12016. Thc complainant/promoter has conrended rhat the p.oject ot
thc complainant on account oi cerrain unavojdable circumstances and force

r)rricure condition had to halr the construction otthe snjd project.

During procccding drred 03.01202.1, rhe counnt tor the comptainant

/|romoter has brought to rhe norice ofthe Authoriry rhat the comptainant h s

sl.rted the construction ofthe project in the year 2014. Subsequentty, as per

thc payment plan, demand was rajsed on 14.02.2014 on booking and witbrn
.15 days of bookiDg by lhe complainanr. l'hcreaft€r, anorher demand had been

ra'sed by thc conrplainanr on 31.03.2014 as against amount to be paid within
90 days oi booking. The.eafter, the complainlnt on account of certain

unavoidable circumstances and torce majeure situarion had to hatt the

construction oi the srid project. Aiter 31.03.2014, the complainanr /promorcr
h,rs Dot raised any dema.d for furtbor payments. Furthermore, rhere is a tand

(lis|ute as far as the land in quesrjon is concerned, litigarion for which is

pcnding befbre tlon'ble Supreme Courr and orher tbrums. The counsel for the

cornplainant/pronroter further srates ll)at rhe Authorlry on eartier occasions

has also allowcd refund with prescribed rare oainreresr in such projects and rs

pl.cing on .ecord a copy oi order passed by the Aurhoriry in CR No. 173 of
2021 and 27 others and requests for passing of simitar orders in respeft of
,tbovc unit olth. respondent/allottee.

IL
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Il0wever, the counsel for the respondenr/allottee stated that the unit was
booked way back in 2013 and is not witling to accept the offer of refund with
iDterest and setrlement talks in rhis rcgard have faited aDd is interestcd in
cither the above unit o. any other alte.native unit. IIowever, the counsel for
thc conrplajnant/promoter stares rhat the atternative unit at the same rate is
not possible and at rbe most rhe respondent can consider allotment of an
rltern.rtive unit ofcur.cnr (llcaitcr rdjusrment ofpiid up amount along $.irh
irteresr. Furlher, dnring proceeding dated 24.t2.2A24 and 2S.03.2025, the
counsel ior the respondents/atloftees clarified that they do not inrend to
s irhdraw from the project and are willing to take possession oa rhe allotred
uril and if thc allorrcd unit is nor avaitabte, rhe.omplainant/promoter js

obligated to provide rhe ahernative nnit as per rhe rerms and cond,tjons of rhe

brLyels agreemenr dared 25.03.2014

Or the documents and submissioDs made by borh the pa.ties the Authoriry
obny\'es that .rny .ggljeved person nray tile .r complajnt with the aurhoriry

or llre adjudicating oficer. Sectjon 3 t empowers an aggr,eved pe.son ro tite a

corlplaint beiore the aurhority or the adjudicating oificer on account oi any

!iolrtion or contrnvenrion ol the provisions of the Act or rules and

rcgulatlons. The conrplainant/promoter has filed rhc conrplaint under secrion

18[1)[b] read with secnon 31 oi rhe Acr 2016, is .eproduced betow tor ready

s*tion $:. Rettrn o,onouat onil @mph tion
13(1). lfthe praaoter lails to conplete or is unobte to give pos*$ion of
an opanneha plot, or huildi ng

(b) due to .tis.ontinuance ol his buine$ as o devetope. on oc.ount
ol sspension ot rcv@ation oJ th. .eAistdtion unde. thls A.t or
Ior on! other redson,

he sholl be liable @ .lenand to the d ott@s, in cae the dltottee wish6
to withdto|| ltont the prcject, without pretudi@ to ony other renedy
avutloblt, to retuta the omount rcceive.t b! hin in respect of thot
apornnent, ptot, buildiig, os the cose na! be, with int rcn ot such
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rate as mat be preyrlber! in ths beho[ihctudjnp catupensotion in the
nannet os ptavi.led underth6A.t:
tr.vlde.l thol whde dn oltottee daes not ntend to withdroq fton the
prcPct, lte shotl be paid, btt thc ponatcL interen ,t etery nonth of
dctof, t)11 th? hondin! avct 1l the possaslan, ot \uch.ate os nav b;

(tnphoessupplied)

7. TIe Auth orjty observes that sedion 18[1) gives two optionsto the,auoftee,.
illhe promor$ fails to complete or is uDable to give possession ofthe unit in
.,., "rdanrc \v,r1 rhe ,".m, or rti. -\.r..nrr I r.r \dte ," dutv (omplrred o) lhp
da!e specifled rherein:

Allottee wjshcs ro withdrawfronthe projecr, or

Allonee does r)ot intend to wirhdraw from the prolect.

18. Il is oigrave inrporrarlc. ro nrentioD here tha he rjght under section 18(11 oi
thc Act accrues to rhe.alloaaee,on faiture ot rhe promoter to complete or
un,rble to gjve possession of the unit in accord4nce with rhe terms of the

.rgrcement lor sale o. duly compteted by the date specified rherein. The words
liable on denrand necd ro be undersrood in the sense thar a ottee has ro make

h's intentions clear to withdraw trom the projectand a positive action on hrs

prLt to denrand return of the amounr wjth prescr,bed rate of interest is

pr.requisite ior opcration ot sedion 18(11 of the Acr 0n the contrary in rhe

pnsenl complaiDt, dre complain.nt/pronroter has approached the Authoriry
rc(tuesting reliefundersection 18[1)(b) ofrheActwhich is in derogation with
th. spirit of sect,on 18 of the Act. AIso, in the preseDt complaint, the

respondents/allonees have made irs intention very ctear during proceeding

tlatcd 24.12.2024 and 25.03.2025 rhat rhey do not rnrend to wirhdraw tiom
tl). project aDd are willing ro take possession oi rhe allorted unit and if the

.rlL,)lted unit is not available, the complainant/promorer is obljgared to
providc the alternanve unit as per thc rerms rnd conditions of the buyer.s



19.

20.

WHARERA
#aLnuennl,r
agreement dated 25.03.2014. Kee

complaint is not mainrainabte and

ComplaiDt as well as applications,

Filc be consigned to regisrry.

Complaintno.6600 of 2022

ut-/
(viiay Kumar coyal)

aforesaid facts, the present

osed offaccordingly.

Haryana RealEsrat

Dated:25.03.2025

.f1t

neGrl!

I

Gtl]RUGIiA

4r*


