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BEFORE THE HARYANA REAI ESTATE REGULATORY

Harbir Singh Gulati
R/O: House no. All26, GF, DLF Valley, Near
Amravati Enclave, Panchkula - 734107

1. Tashee Land Developers Pvt.
2. KNS lnfracon Pvt. Ltd.
Regd. office: Flat no. 31
16, Ansal Bhawan,
Connaught Place, Ce

110001

CORAM:
Shri Arun Kumar

APPEARANCE:

Sh. Harbir Singh Gulati
Sh. Rishabh lain

Complainant

Respondents

Chairman

mplainant in Person
te for the respondents

w**#
ORDER

1. lhe llrescnt complaint has been filed the comp lai nant/allottee

under section 31 ofthe Real Estate IRegula

2016 (in short, the Act) read with rule 28

n and Development) Act,

(Regulation and Development) Rules, 201

f the Haryana Real ustate

(in short, the Rules) fbr

wherein it is inter qlioviolation of section 11(4)(a) of the Act

prescribed that the promoter shall be nsible for all obligations,

ons of the Act or theresponsibilities and functions under the p
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Complaint No. 439 of 2025

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

agreement for sale executed inter se.

Unit and proiect related details

The particulars of unit 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:

A.

2.

Dcta ilsParticulars

Capital GatewaY,ateway, sector'111, GurugramName ofthe project

Nature of the proiect

fiffi&&ea vide no. 12 of 2018 dated

10.01.2 018

Valid upto 31.L2.2020 lor phasc-l (towt:r A

to G) and 31.12.2021 lbr phase 'll [towcr
Htoll

RIjRA Rcgistercd/ not
rcgistcred

Licensec namc

Unit no.

4. l,icense no. anrl validity 134 of 2011 dated 16 04 2011 valid till
15.t)4.2024

KNS Infracon Pvt. Ltd.

401,4th floor, towcr-A

82 of conrplaint

ncreased suPe
rea-

422 sq. ft.

las per offer ol
possession at Page
133 of complaint

initially ollotted
super area -
1295 sq. ft.

los per ogreement ot
pllte 82 of
comploint

n':"I"i,:T;$I:

30.09.2 015

Pase 79 of complaint
Date of flat buYers'

agreement

Construction linked PIanPayment Plan

07.06.2012

IAs per information obtained by planning

branch

Date of approval of building
plan
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10. Possession clause

Complaint No. 439 of2025

2, Possession

2.1 "...the First Porty/Confirming Porty
proposes to handover the possession of the

Flat to the Purchaser within approximote
period of 48 months From the date oI
sonction olbuilding plans and necessory
government opprovals thereon, of the
said Colony. The Purchoser ogrees and

understonds that the Firit
Porty/Confrrming Party shall be entitled to

a grace period of 78o daYs, ofter the

48 months, for aPPlYing and
B the occuPation certilicote in
f the Colony from the concerned

e date of apProval of
ing grace period o1'

Due date ofpos

Icalculatcd

plan at Pago 114 ol

no. 13:l ol comPlaint)

o. 133 of complaint

Sale considerati

Total sale consideration

Amount Paid
complainant

no. 118 of com

Letter for
possession

24.10.2024

122 of complaint
Occupation certificatc

20.-11.2024

no. 132 ofcomPlaint)
Offer of possession (OP)

Cancellation lctter 13.12.2024

no. 142 of com laint
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3.

I.

Complaint No. 439 of 2025

Facts of the complaint

The complainant has made the following submissions in the complaint:

'Ihat originally flat was booked in the name of the complainant's wife

who died on 4th Dec 2014.

That thereafter the responden d the complainant to sign a freshII.

FBA. As maximum paymen extracted from the complainant

and his family the complain with no choice but to put his pen

to the paper where the respondents.

L That the respond 30th Sept 2015. The

complainant was acceptance of request

for change in lotment letter dated

12th Sept 2015.

IV. That as per para 21 July 2012, the

respondents had a on of the flat within 36

months from sanctioning o

pondent's staff about

kept the complainant

under dark about the actual and true status of thc

construction of the said unit and kept saying that the flat would be ready

as per the commitments and the promises made to the complainant and

kept raising demands for payments which

complainant kept paying.

the

1.8.12.2024

no. 143 of complaint

tion of cancellation
by builder

Page 4 0, 17
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When the complainant visited the site, he was shocked & surprised to

see that construction work is not going on as per plan 'l'hey saw tlrat

there was just one odd person present in the site apart from 2-3

guards. No one was therc to addrcss the queries of the complainant'

'Ielephone calls were mostly unanswered.

That the only intention ofthe respondents was to take payments for the

flat without completing the work and not handing over the possession

de and dishonest motives, their

intentions were to cheat the complainant. That despite

receiving all the paYmen various demands raised bY the

respondents for th repeated requests and

reminders over P f the complainant, the

vl.

VII.

respondents ha of the allotted flat to

it was agreed bY

possession within a

! I .

IX.

period of 45 months from the date of sanction of building plans' thc

respondent shall pay to the complainant a compensation @25/- per sq'

ft. for every month of delay thereafter until the actual date fixed by thc

respondents for banding over of the possession

That the respondents mcrely want to escape their liability Just by

mentioning a compensation clause in the agreement lt can be seen

clearly that the respondents have incorporated certain clauses making

it a one-sided buyer's agreement and offered to pay a sum of 251- per

sq. ft. for every month of delay. If we calculate the amount in terms of

financial charges it comes to approximately @ 2o/o Per annum rate of

interest whereas the rcspondents charges@ 18-240/o per annurll

lls & personal

failed to deliver the

use 2.:

hat in (

Page 5 oi 17
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Complaint No. 439 of 2025

compounded interest on delayed payment. I'his should be as per para

15 ofThe Hry. Real Estate (Regulation and Developmentl Rules 2017'

which says that the interest rate shall be the State Bank of India highest

marginal cost of lending rate (Referred to as MC LR hercin aftcr) + 2o/o.

X. That on the ground ofparity and equity the respondents should also bc

subjected to pay the same rate of interest as they charged from the

complainant.

xt. 'Ihat, as per para 2.4 of th respondents have laid down a

holding charge of Rs.5/-per total super area ofthe flat if the

complainant do not take p ing 30 days from the "Notice of

Possession'.'l'he ho ry clause which is illegal

and cannot be ch

That the respo

the handover of

13eing an illegal

respondents the

1.01.202 0 regarding

f or Rs. 23 ,32 ,407 I - .

could take over the fla from the respondents in

XII.

een received by thc

him a copy of OC so he

this regard. l'he corrplainaltt macle thc said paymcnt und€r protcst on

2 oth l.eb 2020.

Xlll. That after an expiry of almost 9.5 years from the due date of possession

vide lctter dated 20.11.2024 the respondents issued a conditional offcr

of possession for the complainant's unit. Vide this they informed the

complainant that they have received the occupancy certificate in

respect of phase 1 of the project. One of the conditions imposed by the

respondents was to execute an indemnity cum undertaking, which is

legally untenablc.'l'he have also increased the super area from 1295 sq.

Page 6 of17
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Complaint No. 439 of 2025

ft. Lo 1422 sq. ft. without any increase in the carpet area and without the

consent of the complainant the allottee in this case,

XIV. Further the offer of possession also includes unreasonable, unjustificd

& illegal demands, such as car parking charges, club membership

charges, IFMS, possession charges, basic sale price increase due to cost

escalation in construction, Intcrest Charges, VAT/Service Tax/CS'l'

charges.

XV. That the original plan consi

respondents have illegally

and replaced the commun

XVL 'Ihat the responden

charges. The

complainant. 'l'h

out the discrepa

However, the

mmunitv center. However, thc

original planally changed the

club house.

payment of same illegal

ted 07.12.2024 to the

08.12.2024 to bring

mail and speed post.

same, numerous calls

the letter, but no one

XVII. That the respondents in a unilateral decision issued a cancellation Ietter

dated 73.12.2024. This cancellation is illegal & unjust when rhe

complainant has already paid the 100%o consideration earlier only.

XVIIL That the alleged offer of possession issued by the respondents is morc

of a paper formality which has no legal validity and is therefore

unacceptable to the complainant. l'here is a deliberatc attempt by lhc

respondcnts to extract additional payments

C. Reliefsought by the complainant:

4. The complainant has sought following relief[s).

Page 7 of 77
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iv.

vi.
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ll.

l.

or not to plead guilty.

The present complaint

that vide proceedings

was filed on 11.02.2025. The authority observes

dated 23,05.2025 ,22.08.2025 and 24.1.0.2025

not filed the reply of the

complaint in the registry of the Authority till date. Despite multiplc

opportunities for filing reply on 23.05.2025, 22.0a.2025 and

24.10.202 5 it failed to comply with the orders ofthe authority. It shows

that the respondents were intentionally delaying the procedure of the

Authority by avoiding to file written reply. Therefore, the authority

assumes/ observes that the respondents have nothing to say in thc

Complaint No. 439 of 2025

Direct the respondents to handover the legal and rightful physical

possession of the flat along with car parking to the complainant.

Direct the respondcnts to pay interest @ prescribed rate @ I 1.1 0% pcr

annum.

'lb set aside the arbitrary charges pertaining to car parking, club

membership, IFMS, possession charges, cost escalation, intcrcst

charges, VAf/Service lbx/GST vide letters dated 20.11.2024,

29.11.2024, 07.12.2024.

1b set aside the holding

To charge only as per t as per super area.

To award comp i despair and giving a falsc

sense of hope t to the complainant of

Rs.5,00,000/ s
5. 0n the date explained to the

respondents/pro s as alleged to have

been committed in of the act to plead guilty

Page 8 of17
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present matter and accordingly the authority struck of the defence of

the respondents and proceeded exparte vide order dated 31.1 0.202 5.

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

record. Their authenticity is not in dispute. Hence, the complaint can

be decided on the basis ofthese undisputed documents and subm ission

made by the parties.

D. Jurisdiction ofthe authority

B. 'Ihe authority has completc tcrritorial

to adjudicate thc present complaint for

D.l Territorialiurisdictio

9. As per notification

Town and Coun

Haryana Real Ds

Gurugram district fo

question is situa

Therefore, this au

with the present comp

and subject matter jurisdiction

the reasons given below.

d 1.4.72.2017 issued by

na the jurisdiction of

shall be entire

case, the project in

f Gurugram district.

ial jurisdiction to deal

D.ll Subiect-matteriurisdiction

10. Section 1 1(41(aJ of rhe Act, 2016 provides rhat the promoter shall be

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

is reproduced as hereunder:

Section 11

(4) 1 he promoLer shdll

(o) be responsible Jbr oll obligations, responsibilities ond functions
under the provisions of this Act or the rules ond regulotions made
thereunder or to the alloLtees as per the opreement for sole, or to
Lhe ossociotton ololloucc<. os lhe case may be, ltll the Lonvpyontc
ol oll lhe apot Lmentt, plols or bwldngs, os Lhe cose moy be.io the
ollottees, ot the common areas to the ossociotion ofollottees or the
competent authority, as the case moy be;

Page 9 ol 17
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Section 34-Functions of the Authority:

34(n of the Act provides to ensure complionce of the obligotions
cost upon Lhe promoters, the ollottees ond the real estqte agents
under this Act and the rules and regulotions nqde thereunder.

11. So, in view ofthe provisions ofthe Act quoted above, the authority has

complete jurisdiction to decide the complaint regarding non-

compliance of obligations by the promoter leaving aside compensation

which is to be decided by the adjudicating officer if pursued by thc

complainant at a Iat er stage.

E. Findings on the relief sought by the complainant:
i. Direct the respondents to handover the legal and rightful physical

possession of the flat along with car parking to the complainant.

12. The respondents have obtained the occupation certificatc on

24.10.2024 and subsequently offered the possession on 20 11.2024 but

till date not handed over thc possession of the unit. The respondcnts arc

directed to handover physical posscssion of the subjcct unit within :.10

days from thc date of this order as occupation certificate of the project

has already been obtained by it from the competent authority.

ii. Direct the respondents to pay interest @ prescribed rate @ 11.10olo

per annum.

13. In the present complaint, the complainant is seeking delay possession

charges as provided undcr the proviso to section 18[ 1) ofthe Act. Scc.

18[1) proviso reads as under.

"Section 78: - Return of dmount ond compensotion
1B(1). lf the promoter foi]s to complete or ts unoble k) qive possession al un
ap0rtment, plot, or builditllJ,

Provided thot where on ollottee does not intend to withdrarw Jrom the project,
he sholl be pqid, by the promoter, interest for every month oI deloy, tilt the
honding over of the possession, ot such rste ds may be prescribed.',

(Emphosis supplied)

Complaint No. 439 of 2025
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15,

76.

Clause 2.1 of tlre buyer's agreemont provides for handing over of

possession and is reproduccd below:

2. Possession
2.1 "...the I'irsl Purly/Conlirming Party proposes to handover Ihe possession ol tht
I;lot Lo the PurL'hoser wiLhin opproximote period of 48 months from the dote ol
sonction of huilding pluis ol Lhe soirl Colony 7he I)urchoser ogrces tttttl
underctonds that the l irsL Port),/Conlirming l)orty sholl be entiletl Lo o groce
period oI I B0 doys, alter Lha cxpiry of36 months, for qpplying ond obtaining the
occupotion certificole in respecl oJ the Colony from the concerned Authorily. ."

(Emphosis supplied)

Admissibility of delay possession charges at prescribed ratc of

interest: I)roviso to section 18 pi"ovides that where an allottee does

not intend to withdraw from the project, he shall bc paid, by thc

prolr'roter, intcrcst lor evcry month of delay, till thc handing over- ol

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

prcscribcd undcr rule 1 5 of the rules. llule 15 has been reproduced as

un der:

Rule 15. Prescribed rate of interest lProviso to section 12,section 18 and
sub-section (4) ond subsection (7) of sectton 191

(l) I:or the purpose ofproviso to section 12; section 1B; and sub'sections (4) ond (7)

ofsection l9, the "iiterestotthe rate prescribed" sholl be the Stote Bonl( ol lndio
hi!lhest marginal cost oflending rote +2%.:

Provicle(l Lhot in cose the State Bonk ol lndio marginol cost ol
lending roLe (MCLR) is tlot itl use, iL shall he replaced by such ben :hmctrk lendtn.q

raLes whtch the Stctte Bonk of lndio may fix from time to ttme for lendinll ta thc

generol publi(.

The legislaturc in its wisdom in the subordinate legislation under thc

provision of rulc 1 5 of thc rulcs, has dctermined the prcscribcd ratc ol

intercst. 'l'hc ratc of inlcrcst so detcrmincd by the legislaturc, is

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

ensure unifornr practicc in all thc cascs.

Conscquently, as per wcbsite of the State Bank of ltrdia ru.,

httpsl/sbi,co.in, the marginal cost of lending rate (in short, MCLli.) as

't_7 
.
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on date i.c., 31.10.2025 is 8.85%. Accordingly, the prescribcd ratc ol

interest will be marginal cost of lending rat c +20/o i c ,1 0'850/o'

'Ihe definition of ternl 'interest'as dcfined under section 2(za) of thc

Act provides that the rate of interest chargeable from the allottee by

the promoter, in case of default, shall be equal to the rate of intercst

which the promoter shall bc tiable to pay the allottee, in case of defau lt'

The relevant section is reproduced below:

"(zo) "intercsL" meons the rotes a[ in(erest poyable by the promoter or the ollottee

t: the cu,p mol lte

l:xplqnation. --l:or the purpose ofthis clause-
(i) the rotc of inLeresL chor(teoble from lhe ulloltee by lhe ptonloLer' tn costt t)l

defoult, sholl be equol to the rote ofinterest which the promoter sholl be lnblc
to poy the ollottee, in cose ofdefault;

(ii) the iiterest poyoble by Lhe promoterto the ollottee sholl be lrom the date the

promoter received the omount or ony port thereoftillthe dote the om' nL or

porl Lhereol and interesl thereon is refunded' and the tnLerest payoble by Lhe

ollottee to Lhe pronater sholt be Jron Lhe date the alhlLee delitulLs tn payfienL

to the promoLer till Lhe (late iL 6 paid;"
'[hercforc, intcrest on thc delay payments from the complainant shall

be charged at the prescribed rate i.e., 10'85o/o by thc respondcnts/

promoter which is the samc as is bcing granted to it in case of delayed

possession charges.

on considcration of thc circumstances, the documents, submissiotrs

made by tlrc parties and based on the findings of the authority

regarding contraventions as per provisions of rule 2t), the Authority is

satisfied that the rcspondents are in contravention ofthe provisions of

the Act. By virtue of clause 2 1 of the agreement executed between thc

parties on 30.09.2015 thc possession of the subicct unit was to bc

dclivered within 4ti months from the date ofsanction of building plans'

'lhe date of sanction of building plans is 07.06.2012. Therefore, the duc

date of possession comcs out to bc 07.0(>.2016 further thcrc shall bc

an additional gracc period of 180 days after the cxpiry of 4ti months

l'age l2 ol 1 7
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for applying and obtaining the occupation certificate in respect of thc

unit colony from thc concerned authority,

21. 'Ihe Authority put reliance on the judgement of the Hon'ble Appellatc

'fribunal in appea I no. 433 of 2022 tilted as Emoar MGF Land Limited

Vs Babid Tiwdri and Yogesh Tiwari, whereil'l it has been held that it

the allottee wishes to continuc with thc proiect, hc accepts the ternr of

thc agrecmcnt rcgarcling grace period ofthrce months for applying and

obtaining the occupation certificate.'Ihe relevant para is reproduced

below:

As per aforesaid clause oI the agreement, possession oJ Lhe uniL wos

Lo be dclivere(l wilhin 24 mdnths from the date of execution of the

agreemcnt i.e. by a7.a3 2014, As pet the above said clouse 11(o) o|

the ogreement, a grace period of3 months for obtaining Occupotion

CerLilicaLe etc. hos heen provided The perusal ol lhe OccupoLton

Certificate tlated ! 1.1 I 2020 placed ot poge no. 317 oJ Lhe po per hook

revcols Lhat Lhe oppellant'promoter has applied |br grcnI of
Oct-upoLioD Certificute an 2107.2020 which wos ulttmotely gronLed

on 11.11.2020. It is llso well known thot it tokes ume to opply ond

obLoin Accupotion Certit'ic0rc from the concerned ouLhoriLy. As per

section lu oi the Act, ]f the projc.t ol the promoLer is deloyed ond iJ

Lhe allottee wishes to withdrow then he has the option to wtthdrow

from the prqecl ond seek re.futtd of the omount or ifLhe allottee does

not intend to with(ltttw from the project on(l wishes to continue with

the projecL, the ollottee is to be pqid inLerest by the promotet lbr eoch

monLh of the deloy. In our opinion if the allottee wishes to conttnue

with Lhe proiect, he occepts the tenn of the agreement regarding
gruce period ol. three months for applying ond obtoining the

occupetion cerLificate So, in view of the obove soid circumstonces, the

appellont'promoter is entitled to ovail the groce period so providcd

tn lhe ogreetnenL lor applying ond obtoinng lhe Accupotion

CerlilicaLe- l hLls, wtLh inclusion olgroce periocl ol 3 monlhs os per Lhe

ptovishns in cluuse I I (a) ol lhe uurcantcnl lhe k)Iol cott)pl(llton

period bccon)es 27 nonths 'fhus, Lhe tlue doLe a[ (bllvery ol
passession comes out to 07-06.2014."

22. 'Ihcrefore, in vicw of the abovc judgement and considering thc

provisiolls of thc Act, tho authority is of the view that, thc promotcr is

cntitled to avail the gracc period so providcd in thc agreemcnt for

Page 13 of 17
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applying and obtaining the occupation certificate. Thus the due date of

handing over of possession comes out to be 07 .72.2076.

23. The respondents havc failed to handover possession of thc subjcct

apartment within prescribed time. Accordingly, it is the failure of thc

respondents/promoters to fulfil its obligations and responsibilities as

per the agreement to hand over the possession within the stipulate'd

pcriod.'l.he authority is of thc considered view that there is delay on

the part of the respondents to offer of possession of thc allotted unit lo

the complainant as pcr the terms and conditions of thc buycr's

agreement datcd 30.09.2015 executed between the parties. 'fhc

occupation certificate for the proiect was received on 24.10.2024.'l-hc

respondents vide letter datcd 20.11.2024 offered the possession of thc

un it.

24. Accordingly, the non-compliance of the mandate contained in scctiotr

11(4J(a) rcad with proviso to section 18(1) of the Act on the part of thc

respondents is cstablished. As such, the allottec shall be paid, by the

promotcr, intercst for cvery month of delay from due datc of

possession i.c.,07.12.2016 till offer of possession (20 11.20241 aftcr

obtaining occupation certificate plus two months i.e., 20.01.2025 at

prcscribed rate i.e., 10.85 0/o p.a. as per proviso to section 1U['l ) of thc

Act read with rule 15 ofthe rules.

iii. To set aside the arbitrary charges pertaining to car parking, club

membership, IFMS, possession charges, cost escalation, intercst

charges, VAT/Service Tax/GST, vide letters dated 20.77.2024,

29.17.2024, 07.72.2024.

25. 'Ihe respondents shall not charge anything from the complainant

which is not part of thc builder buyer agreement.

Page 14 ot l7
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iv. To set aside the holding charges.

26. 'Ihe authority has decided this in the complaint beating no.4031 of

2019 rjtled as Vorun Gupto V/s Emaar MGF Land Ltd. wherein thc

authority has hcld that thc respondent is not entitled to claim holding

charges from the complainant/allottcc at any point of timc cvcn aftcr

being part of the buyer's agreement as per law settled by Hon'blc

Supreme Court in civil appeal nos. 3864-3889/2020 decided on

14.12.2020.

27. Therefore, in lightofthe above, the respondcnts shall notbcentitlcdto

any holding charges though it would be entitled to interest for tlrc

period the payment is delayed.

v. To charge only as per carpet area not as per super area.

28.'lhe Authority observes that clause 1.2 of the model agreement for srlc

mentioned as Annexure A in the Real Estate (llegulation and

Development) Act, 2016 catcgorically provides that the total price fbr-

the unit alongwith parking (ifapplicable] based on carpet area. Further

clause 1.7 of the model agreemenl for sale provides that any incrcasc

or decrease in area affccts the pricc only if carpet area changes. No

reference is made to super area.'l'herefore, the respondents arc liablc

to charge only as per carpet area and not as per super area.

vi. To award compensation for mental agony, despair and giving a false

sense of hope causing emotional harassment to the complainant of

Rs.5,00,000/-.

29. '[he complainant in the aforesaid relief is seeking relief w.rt

compensation. [ion'ble Supreme Court of India in civil appeal nos.

6745-6749 of 2021 titled as M/s Newtech Promoters and Developers

Page 15 ol '17
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F. Directions of the Autho

ll.

Pvt. Lttl, V/s State of UP & Ors. (Decided on 11.11.2021), has held that

an allottee is entitled to claim compensation under sections 1 2, 14, 1tl

and section 19 which is to be decided by the adjudicating officer as per

section 71 and the quantum ofcompensation shall be adjudged by thc

adjudicating officer having due regard to thc factors mentioned in

scction 72. 1'hc adjudicating officer has exclusive jurisdiction to dcal

with the complaints in respect of compensation. Thereforc, the

Complaint No. 439 of 2025

and issues the following

complainant is advised to approach the ad,udicating officer for seeking

the relief of compcnsation.

30. Ilence, the authority hereb'

directions undcr section

of 10.850/o p.a. for every

month oIdclay l'rom the due ession i.e., 07.1 2.2016 till offcr

L.202

rule I 5 of the rules.

'[he complainant is directed to pay outstanding dues, if any remains a:

per the buyer's agreemcnt, after adjustment of dclay posscssroll

charges and thcreaftcr thc respondents shall handover thc posscssiotr

ofthe allotted unit within next 30 days.

A period ot 90 days is given to thc respondents to comply with thc

dircctions given in this order and failing which legal conscquctrccs

would follow.

lll.
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Complaint as

accordingly.

Irile be consign

Complaint No. 439 of 2025

iv. 'l'he ratc of interest chargcable from the allottees by the promotcr, in

case of default shall be at the prescribed rate i.e., 10.85% by thc

respondents/promoter, which is the same rate of interest which thc

promoter shall be liable to pay to the allottee, in case oldefault i.e., thc

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

'l'he respondents shall not charge anything from the complainant,

which is not the part of the buyer's agreement. 'lhe respondcnts lrc
not entitled to chargc holding charges from the complainant/ allottcc

at any point of time

agreement as per law

eing part of the builder buycr's

'ble Supreme Court in Civil Appeal

nos. 3864-3tlt)9/

31. nds disposed off

r w.
Arun Kumar)

Chairman

Page 77 ot 77

Haryana lleal Estate Regulatory n uthority, (iurugranr

Dated: 31.10.20 2 5


