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HARYANA REAL ESTATE REI}ULATORY

ATJTHORITY, GURUGRAM

Complaint No. t l41 of 2018
Date of Institution : 15.05.2018
Date of Decision : 07.08.2078

BEFORE THE

Mr. Brhimjeet and Mr' Amarjeet, R/o

57l1,Village Palra Tehsil & District

Gurugram, I{ arYana -1'2204 1

Versus

M/s Landmark Apartments Pvt Ltd, having

office at: A-8, CR Park, New Delhi- 110019

CORAM:
Dr, K.K. Khandelwal
Shri Samir Kumar
Shri Subhash Chander Kush

APPEARANCE:
Shri Ankur Bansal
Ms. Shriya Takkar and Shri

Amarjeet Kumar

.. Complainant

.. Respondent

Chairman
Member
Member

Advocate for th: comPlainant
Advocates for t re resPondent

ORDER

t. A complaint dated O6.O4.2OlB was filed under liection 31 of the

Real Estate [Regulation & Development] Act, 2016 read with

Rule 28 of the Haryana Real Estate I R'egulation and

Development) Rules, 2017 by the complainant, Mr' Ilrhimjtet

and Mr. Arnarjeet, against the promoter' M/s Landmark

Apartments Pvt Ltd.

Page 1 ol4



,:".;-! .;;ilpi:*:q#
,"!dhq-\l-,

2. The particulars of the complaint are as under: -
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i ,.- I Nurn. ,naloiirion or trt"

t-
3

I oo.

project I Landm,ir. .yrr.t Park,
I

sector- 67, Gurugran't

Nature of tn. e.o;".t

7. Total amount Paid bY the
I

comPlainant

Rcgistered/not registered

Assured Return

Not Rel;istered

LT. Par[<

Rr.55;to,ooclr-- 
-- 

l

I- -l ai;rse 4- Rs 55,000 Per
r month till date of
I

I Possession or 3 Years
I

I whichcver is later.

3. Taking cognizance of the complaint, the authori:y issued notice

to the respondent for filing reply and for appearance'

Accordingly, the respondent appeared on 15.05.201.8. The case

came up for hearing on 15.05 .201.8, 1,4.06.2018, 12.07 .2018 and

07 .OB.2O1B. The reply has been filed on behalf o1 the respondent

on 31.05.2018.

4. The complainant was seeking to get the accrue([ assured return

as per applicable rate till date of filing of the contplaint.

l

l
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5. Arguments from both parties were heard'

6. As per clause 4 of the MoU dt. 14.08.201-0, the :omplainant is

insisting that the RERA Authority may get the asr;ured return of

Rs 55,000 per month released in his favour.

However, the authority is of the view that a peru;al of the RERA

Act2016, reveals that as per the MoU, the assure(lreturn is not a

formal clause with regard to giving or taking por;session of unit

for which, the buyer has paid an amount of Rs 55,00,000 to the

builder which is not within the purview of RERA {ct' Rather, it is

a civil matter.

Since RIillA Act deals with the builder buyer rel rtionship to the

extent of timely delivery of possession to the buyer or deals with

withdrawal from the project, as per provisions of section 1B[1)

of the Act.

The buyer is directed to pursue the matter with r egard to getting

assured return as per the MoU by filing a case belore appropriate

forum/ Adj udicating officer"
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7.

B.

9.

10. The order is pronounced'
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1 1. Case file be consigned to the registry.

trryle@

(subhash lhander Kush)
M ember

,r,,$,;umar)
Member

jJii''h'' ;- '"

(Dr. K.K. Khandelwal)
Chairman

Haryana Real Estate Regulatory Authority, Gurugram
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