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HARYANA REAL ESTATE REGULATORY AUTHORITY 

GURUGRAM 

gfj;k.kk Hkw&laink fofu;ked izkf/kdj.k] xq#xzke 
 

 New PWD Rest House, Civil Lines, Gurugram, Haryana         नया पी.डब्ल्य.ूडी. विश्राम गहृ, सिविल लाईंि, गुरुग्राम, हरियाणा 

An Authority constituted under section 20 the Real Estate (Regulation and Development) Act, 2016  
Act No. 16 of 2016 Passed by the Parliament 

भू-िंपदा (विननयमन औि विकाि) अधिननयम, 2016की िािा 20के अर्तगर् गठिर् प्राधिकिण  
भािर् की िंिद द्िािा पारिर् 2016का अधिननयम िंखयांक 16 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE DAY 

Day and Date  Tuesday and 16.10.2018 

Complaint No. 106/2018 Case titled as Mr. Ved Prakash 
Ahuja & Anr. V/s M/s Emaar MGF Land Ltd. 

Complainant  Mr. Ved Prakash Ahuja & Anr. 

Represented through Shri Sukhbir Yadav, Advocate for the 
complainant 

Respondent  M/S Emaar MGF Land Ltd. 

Respondent Represented 
through 

Shri Dheeraj Kapoor, Advocate for the 
respondent. 

Last date of hearing 12.09.2018 

Proceeding Recorded by Naresh Kumari 

Proceedings 

 

          Since written arguments have already been placed on record, the matter 

stands disposed of.  Detailed order will follow.  File be consigned to the 

Registry.  

Samir Kumar  
(Member) 

 Subhash Chander Kush 
(Member) 

 Dr. K.K. Khandelwal 
(Chairman) 
   16.10.2018 
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HARYANA REAL ESTA'TE REIGULAT0RY
AUTHORITY, GURUGRAM

Complaint No. : 106 of 2018
First date of hearing : 19.04.2018
Date of Decision : 16.10.2018

Mr. V.P AhLrja ancl Others,
R/o, t1.No . I) -22,Saket,
New I)elhi- 1 1001 7

Versus

M/s Emaar MGF Lancl [,td.,
Regd.0llice: Er-naar NIGF Busir-re.ss Park,
F.CF, IIouse, 28 Kasturba Gandlii Marg,
New Delhi- 110001

CORAM:
I)r. K.K. I(hanclelwal
Shri Sarnir Ktrrnar
Shri Subhash Chancler Kush

APPEARANCE:
Conrplainant in person
Shri Dheeraj Kapoor

( omplainant

Itespondents

Chairman
Member
Member

Advocate for the Cr)r-nplainant
Advocate for" the Il :.sponclent

ORDER

dated 26.0-1.'2078 was filed Lrndc.r1. A conrplaint

Section 31 of the Real ll.state i Regulation &

Dcvelopment) Acr, 2{)16 reacl ra,,ith li.ulc 2tl of thc

llaryana Real Irstate [i.egulatior-r anc'l DeveloprnentJ
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IJ.ules, 2A17 by the contplainants, Mr V.p AhLrla and

0thers, against the pr<tntoter, Emaar MGI? Lancl Ltcl.

on account ol violatron of clause 13[aJ of apartn]ent

brryer's agreement datcd 0510:ll'200 I for the clelay

in handing over the possessior-r as pe r IIRERA front

the year 2008 till date, which rs an olrligation under

section 11(4)[a) of the Act ibid, in I espect of unit

nurnbcr'l'DP I.-f,'01-101, First floor at Block - F in the

proicct 'Prcnler Project in Paln- Drive'. Thc

Responclent has obtained the occup; ncy certificate

frorn the authority and is reacly to give the possession

to the conrplainant on or befirre 06.042018.

The particulars oithc complaint case al'e as unrlcr: -

1. Name ancl location ol the Pr-ojc.ct " Premr:r Pr'o;cct in
Palrl D 'ive", Sector
66, Goll course Ext.,
Gurugr;rm

)

.;
J.

tr la t/Apa rlnten t/U n it N o.

, NatLlr e of rt:al e9!q!q p ro.ler!
F lat measLrring

1'll P- F - r0 1 0 F 10 1 o n

F i rst ilc or'

. Gl9up I oq94lgcoryplgx-
26'25 S(. Ft.Iearlier]
later re zised to 2666.14
Sc1. frt. ars dated ot.r

09.03.2 I18.
Dl'CP license DS 200'1?!7ee

6

7

RERA Registeredl Not legistered._ Not Rellgtered
Q11o krqg dq !q 14.01 .2 )08
D:rte of execution

)h!yq-: ggryqntglt!
of apartment 05.03.2 l0B
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Payr-n ent p la n Constrl ction linked

i paynler t plqr

, Its. I ,44 '.14,27 
5 / -

L).

10 , tsrsic Srle ['r'iee
'l'otalamoLlnt paid by

3.

been provided by the

responclent. An Apartment

05 l0'3 12008 is available

which the possession of the

Rs. 1,57 7 6,6551- l

complain rnt and the

Buyer's Ag -eentent datecl

on recorcl according to

sarne was o be clelivered

11

csry_p]a i I q1tlqLl 
L !e tecorn Dr;ilnliltt UI I clattef_ _f, ]:J- ::i :'j-_ _-,-_-__ ,,,, I

1) fr^,.^^raF^^.. .-C ^^.^^:l^--^!r--- r'1.2 Percentage of consideration Appr.ox 99 percent
thl nrrr\+ /1r\no'nla\

13 Date of clelrvcry of possession as 01lA'J l20ll
per thc Clause 10[aJ anri 14[a.)of

. !111yef_.14gr eement
14. Uclay rlnirmbcr of ycars / 7 ye.tL's 7 nrontlts

l5 Perrrltv Clirirsc l6(a)as per Intertst Rs 5/- per sq lt
itpartntent l;uyer"s agreerrent pe r ntotrth of sLlper area
dated 05,():<.20()tl

2. The details provided above have been :hecked on the

basis of record available in the case filc which has

the

l

l

15

by Dc'cerlber, 2008 [ reference claus: 14(a) of the

agreenrent). The respondent has not cleliverecl the

possession of the said unit to the co ltplainant nor

they have paid any compensation.

'l'aking cosnizance of the contplaint, the aLrthority

issued notice to the responde nt for liling reply and

appearancr,. The responclent a ppeared on

ol'2 01 8

s;"{{ s*\
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19.04.'2018,'fhc case came up f<,r.hcar.ing on

19.04.201 B, 1 6.05.'201 B, 05.0 7 .201t],,.,,,5.07 .201 B and

16.08.2018. The reply liled on rehalf of the

responclent on 10.05.2018.'fhc rr,spondent has

srrppliecl the cletails and status of th,r project arlong

with ther reply. The responclent has submitted an

afficlavit dated 10.05.201U wherein the respondent

has clenied that cornplainant h; s facecl any

harassnr ent or he has sLrffered financia Ily or there has

been an,y delay in the possession of the shop and the

agt'eent€:Irt is arbitrary or one sidecl, Tlre cclntplainant

filed the re joinder on 15.06.201U.

Facts of the Complaint

4. LJriefly st;rted, the lacts of the case ats r r_rlleci out front

the case of complainant that this pr-o terty was first

booked by original allotee Mr. Sashi Sagar in the

ntonth ol' fanuary 2008 by paynte it of booking

antour.rt ol Rs. 10 lakhs.

5. 'l'his prope,rty was further sold to first tran.sf'eree Mr.

Ilarntinclcr Singh Chirlni in the yzear Jr nuary 2012 it"t

whicl.r hc. further paid tls. 11,00,00ll- and early

payntenl. rebate of Rs. 8,59,999/- was creclited in his

Page 4 ol19
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accoLlnt/ledger. The property was the r bought by the

seconcl transf-eree i.e. the contplainan: in resale from

the first transf'eree in the month of Ap ril 2017 for Rs.

1,88,50,000/- the total ntoney with thc respondent as

orr date 23.0'3.'2018 is tts. 1,50,83,16:l /-.

That thc respondent [builder] had all tted the unit in

2008 anc'l has offered the possessior.t on 09.03.2018

vlcle their"letter dt.09.03.201U, after- 10 years and is

askirrg for Rs, 19 ,4A,201 I -

'f he br"ryer's zlgreement f,ront the respcndents on the

saici property is just one sided and c1 tes not protect

the complainants' rights on the mone,z invested with

the respondents for the last ten years n,here they had

paid re:;pondent as and when demended by thern

alnrost 95-99 percent approx. consideration n.loney

in the periocl between Z00B-2A12.

The conrplainant further conter ds that the

respondents escape IIRERA they a:plied for the,

occupation certificate in May 2017 arrcl they offered

thc possession in March 2018 iv tich gave the

complainant to thin k what took thenr s o long in giving

possessron when they had applied for occlrpancy

a)().

Page 5 oi19
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certificate in 2017 . 0n l4.0B.Z( lZ, the first

trarn.sf'eree receivecl a status Lrpclate that Tower- Ir

was in "internal plastering ancl electr ical concl uiting

in progress".

9. The complainant subrlitted and the pr eclece,ssor paid

all c'lemancls as per stage of construrctirrr-r ancl c'remand

rai.sed by respondent. There was no de ntand fronr the

date 29.02.2012 to 28.09.2017 as dLrring this perioci

the construction was abanclonecl. The responclent on

date 09.0:l.201U offered possession with the

increased area2666.74 sq. ft from 26Z5 sq. ft, to the

complainants, respondents rerluested the

contplainant to calculate area of flat, b rt responclents

did not provide the calculartion to cornplainants

which dc.picts clear indicatiolt that the resp<tnderrts

were doing unfair trade practice ancl breach ol the

contract whrch attracts heavy fine and penalty.

10. 'l'hat the project of thc pritjcct co les under the

definrtron ol "on going project" as the IIERA Act car-ne

to forct: in 01.05.2016 and Htli IIA rules in

28.47.2017 and till then the construction was not

corlpletecl ancl neeclecl to be registeteci before the

IIon'ble Authority but the responc ent failed to

Page 6 of 19
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register rts project under the RERA Act. Therefore,

the respondent i.s Iiable Lrncler the sertio. 3 ancl 4 of

the REITA Act ancl attract the penalty uncler Sectio,

59 a,d 60 of the Act. It is also pertine rt to state here

that the respondent askecl for tht paryment on

28.09,2017 as per constructior-r link:d plan i.e. on

cornpletion of flooring and wall paint" it is clear frorn

the fact thart occupancy certificatc filecl by the

respondent for" occLlpancy was ;rot cot-nplete,

moreovor" the occupancy certifica e cannot be

gr;rntecl if a building i.s uncier constrt ction and that

the reason occupancy certificate wa: granted after

conrpletion of bLrilding i.e. on 09.03.2018. After ten

years the respondent is asking f'urther payrnent ol Rs.

19,4.0,201 I -.

lssues raised by the contplainants are as follow

i. Whether the Buyers agreement is one-side d/ ar.bitrary.

ii. Whether there is any clelay in giving of thr possession of

the f-lat to cornplainant.

Whcther the respondent is liablc to pay the contpensatiorr

to the contplainant for the clelay of'possession"

iii.

Complaint tlo 106 of 201u
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iv. Whether thcre should bc a stay given cn the dentand

letter ol the responclents as outlined in possession Ietter

if possession not taken by the conrplainant till 06.04J2018

till the case is decided by HARL.RA.

v, \A/ltether the respondents to cscape IIARt RA applied for

occLlpatncy certificate in May 2017 .

RELIEF SOTJGHT:

ii.

'l'o direct thc respondent to surpply thc cal,:ulatior-r of area

of the f-lat ancl give Iiberty to the complainants for third

party aLrdit to nreasure the actual area.

To provide stay on dentancl letter dr,l penalties as

outlined in posscssion letter if not takcn by the

conrplainant on or before 06.04.2018 till the case ts

dercided by the HARERA

I reserve nry right to seel< cortrpensa:ior-r from the

promotor for which I shall make a separat : application to

the adjudicating oflicer, if required

Final Written Argunrcnt on behalf of comp ainants

1. According to the Final Written Arguntent by the

Conrplainants the sale consideratiorr arnounts to

1,44,34,27 5 l-

Page B oi 19
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I'hat after exccution of agreenlent to sale Both parties

approached the Re.sponclent to endr)rse Lhe name of the

complainzrnts in hi.s records.

That the respondent intposecl the illegirl conclition by

unilateral and arbitrary conclitions who were forcecr to

sign Inderrnity Bond cunt LJndertaikinl, ancl Afficlavit

which contains illegal one sided condition i.e Clause

No.2 [page no.212 and No. 215 olre.spcnc]ent's Reply)

which stcttes that the Nominee/Tronsfere= is not entitled

to claim CIny compensation for delay ir honding over

possession.

The contplainants were under the oblige tion to pay the

balance instalments on demand of the r tspondent and

so abided by the side obligation which vras filed under

d i stress.

5. The complainants have all the attached .ights with the

said tlat after paying constderation to the previous

0wner.

Respondent's Reply

11. The respondent contenc'ls that tlte present

complarnt is not ntaintainable and the Hon'ble

ALrthority has no jLrrisdrction to entcrtr in the present

cornplaint. The respondenl further cor tends that the

4.
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project is not an "ongoing project as per the rLrle

2 [1) [o) of Haryana Real Estate [regulation &

clevelopntent) Rules, 2017 nor ir; the project

registered with this Hon'ble Author ty. As per the

section 2[1) [o) of the said rules, any pro;ect for

which an application for Occr:patior-t lertificate was

nrade to the contpetent authority )n 25.04.2017

which is prior to the date of pLrblicatitn of the RLrles

i.e. 28.07 .2017and hence the proj :ct is not an

ongoing project as per Rule 2[][o) and there this

authority cloes not hold any luriscliction whatsoever

to entertain the present cornplaint atrd it shoulcl be

liable to be rejected.

12. 'l'hc. respondent subrrrittcd even if a project is

coverecl under the definition of "on11oing projecls"

and registered with this Hon'ble , \Lrthority, TIre

complaints pertaining to compensatron and interest

rrnder sectior-r 12,74,18 and 19 of the lhRA Act,2016

are requirecl to be filed before th: Adjudicating

Officer under Rule 29 read with s:ction 31 and

section 77 of thc Act. lts is subrniltecl that while

nraking the request for transfer ol all rtr-nent in their

nanre, the complainant also executecl irn alfidavit ancl

Page 10 oi19
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an un dertaking-clllit -indernn ity bon d dated

28.03.2017, in favor of the responcler t, whereirr the

complarnants unclertook not only to make the

balance payment of all the charges br t also to abide

by the ternts and condrtions of the Ap lrtrnent [3 uyer

Agreenient and indc'nrnify the rcspon lent in case of

any legal action. Respondent also staL. that filing ol a

complaint cannot be a ground and doe: not entitle the

conrplainants not to pay the charges and he nce the

complainants are liable to pay those clrarges.

13, That it was only on 13.04.201,7 that the allotnrent

ol the said apartment was tran.sferrecl in f.avor of the

conrplainants and intmediately t rereafter the

respondents had applied thc occupa ion certificate

vicle letter dated 25.07.2017 and it r,r as granted on

25.A1.20\8, soon after obtaining this the respondent

issuc,d the letter ol offcr of pos ;ession datecl

09.03.201U anc1 hence there is no q.restion of the

complainants waiting for the possessior-r for the last

10 years.'l'he coniplainants are caugrt in a web of

their own lies as the proposed e.stitnated time of

handing over of the possession of the r aid apartment

r,vas by Decentber' 2010 plLrs 90 day; als<t without

Page 11 ol'19
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prejudice to the above, the said prr)posed tinte is

applicable only subject to f'orce ntz jeure and the

conrplainant or the predecessor not t eing in default

of any terms and conditions of the agreement,

inclLrdirrg but not lintited to thr payntent of

instalments. This wars also provided n clause l4 of

the agreement. However, the contplai rants and their

prcdecessors have been clefau ltr:rs, having

dc,liberatcly failecl to ntakc of varioLrs nstallments as

mentioned in the statement of accorrnts. lt id also

per"tinent to mention here that even after receiving

the notice ol possession dated )9.0 3.201 Bancl

various rcntinders the contplari tarnts harvilrg

delrberately failed to make the payment ol last

installnrent and current outstanding amount as on

08.05.2018 rs Rs. 1,51.,147 l- tovrards various

installments, delay paynrents interest etc.

1+. Respondents contends that the 1 roject sLrch as

one of these in question are hLrge projects atrd involve

putting in place hLrge infrastructure and is dependent

on tinrely payrnent by all the allottr es. Such huge

projects do take sonte reasona tle tinte for

completion and tintelines are not lbsolute. This

Page 12 of 79

Complainl 106 of'2018



,.hY"i-
{16#

,lr:-(;.!..,-j

r*|.\
ll,
i 1\

t: jl

position is lorfeite d from the fact tlat the parties,

having envisaged that there could be s,rnte delay after

Decentbet'2010+90 days, agreed to sp tcific condition

that in case the respondent lails to offe r possession of

the apartntent within the tinte, it shall be liable to pay

delay compensation GDRs. 5 per. Sq. f'. per month of

the super' area of the saicl apartnrent 'l'his was also

providcd in claLlse 16 of the agr:entent which

complainant had signed and exccuted. lt is ntost

respectfully submitted that the preser t complaint be

rejectecl and clismissed.

Reioinder

The corrplainant filed a rejoincler rebutting the assertions

startcd by the respondent in his reply, 'fhe complainant

subnritted that -

a. The corlplainant contcnds that application filed bLrt the.

respondent challenging the jurisdiction of this Hon'ble

ALrthority is not tenable and not r"nainla nable as the

respondent has approached this authority with unclean hancls

and has mrslcad the I{on'ble Ar.rthority by misinterpretatiotr of

the sections of the Act ancl the HRF.RA R.r-rles. ThLrs, Hon'ble

106 of201B
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Authority should take stringent action against'he responcient

for misleading the Hon'ble Authority.

b. 'l'hat the respondcnts also concealed material [acts front this

H o n 'b I e A u th o rlty, by c o n c ea I i n g th a t th e r e.s p o r: cl e n t h a s fa i I e d

to give possession of the flat to the complainant as per the tirne

stipulated in the Buyers Agreentent by the 1'ear 2A10 and

therefore is liable to pay compensatron for tlrt urtreasonable

delay. 'f hat the RIlRA Act came into force since (11.05.2017 and

the project of the respondent was not complettd by that tirle

and therefore respondent failed to register its project under

RERA r\ct and therefore, is liable under sectionr; 3 and 4 of the

Act aind attracts penalty uncler section 59 ancl 6( of the Act. The

respondent is caught in the web of its ow,n lies that in the

present case the respondent hard applied the occupation

certificate for the project on 25.07.2017 and hence the project

is an "ongolng project" under section 2(o) o'the Act. It is

pertinent to notc here that the date of comple ion of flooring

ancl wall paint was done on 28.07.2017 and llie respondent

applted for 0C evcn bcfore the completion r f cclnstructiot-r

which is not justiliable in the eyes of the law anrl moreclver the

occLrparncy certificate was not grantcd before he pLrblicartion

of rules.

Complaint l{o 106 ol'2018
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The bare reading of the complaint clears the tr icture that the

said complaint was not filed only for compensirtion, however,

tnultiple relief-s are claimed by the complainiLnt. Hence, the

complainant is fit for adjudication and within ;Lrrisdiction of

this ilon'ble Authority.'l'hat ilany defar-rlts we'e macle by the

predecessors, the complainants are not respcnsible for that

moreover, double jectpardy cannot be applied o r contplainants

for delay in making the payntent. 'l'he predcce ssors had paicl

the interest (nt 1 5o/o p.a. therefore it is the right c f complainants

to get the agreed conrpensation of Rs. 13.125/- p er month @ Rs.

5/- as per the ternts and conditions of clause 6 [a) of [Juyer

Agreentent. l.he act of the respitnclent causecl fir ancial loss and

becanre a rcason of mental agony,

1'he contpl;iinant hintself being a real estate broker having

been registered on several online portal as real estate agent is

falsely representing the fact that the res pondent no.2

presented a rosy picture of the project of respordent no. 1.'fhe

entit'e storv ol the complainant is cix.tco:tecl and the

cornplair-rant be.ir-rg well versed about all the r rnor details of

real estate got ntisrepresenteci by the <tther a1;ent is hard to

belreve. The contplainant has ntade false and baseless

allegatrons with a ntrschievous intentiotr to cxtc rt r-noney flrom

the respondent no.2 ancl is also trying to clestrcy the career of

d.

Cornpla int

Page 15 of19
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the respondent out of the jc'alousy.'l'he respond ant was not the

party to the Shop buyers Agreement as there is no privity of

contract between the complainant ancl the resl onclent and on

this ground alone the present complaint ought t r be clisrlissecl,

On the last datc of hearing the Hon'ble Authority could not

conduct the proceeding ats the presiding offic:rs were busy,

therefore, the case was adjournecl to 12.09.2A78 for

arglrnrents. By the last hearing the project was 'egistered.

DETERMINATION OF ISSUES

As to issue No. I raised by the contplaina tt, the Buyers

Agrec.nrent does not seent to be one sided or:rrbitrary as the

respondent have mentioned about all types rlf situations ir-r

which the penalty shall be inrpo.sed on hirn or in case there is

any clefault on the part of the complainant an J penalty to be

imposed. Moreover', if the complainant was nc t satisfied with

the clatLtses of Agreement he did not ask the 'espondent for

any changes to be made, in agreernent befo-e signing and

erecuting the same.

As to the conrplainant's issue No. II, there is a delay on the

part of the respondent in handing ovct' the lrossession and

the delay is not jLrstifiecl. For the delay, the ccntplainant will

bc getting interest at the prescribed rate as pe ' the RERA Act.

e.

1.

2.

Page16of79



:.ll r, ' i

"'F:,r; :
\Et*"'

l,+-
iJ"r_-/ .,...i i ,
r,.r,i , ,., t..,' .-., t

&*1-'t_
,,'..i\ .

'-.-r: 
"1

As per the issue III of the cornplainant, comp€nsation cannot

be decided by the present Authorrty as it is beyond the

jurisciiction according to the RERA Act, but tlre conrplainant

can File its;rpplication to the Acljudicating (rfficer so as to

clarim compensation front the respondent.

As for the issue IV of the complainant, the authority can put

stay on the dernancl letter for the payment by ,.h" respondent

till the case is finally decided by this authority.

As to issue V, the respondent did not apply for the occupancy

certificate in May, 2017 rather he applied on ,18.07.'2017.

Findings of the authority

The preliminary objections raised by tl-e respondent

regarciing jLrriscliction of the authority standr; rejected. The

authority has complete jurisdiction to decide tlre complaint in

regard to non-compliance of obligations by tl e promoter as

held in Simmi Sikka V/s M/s EMAAR MGF Lail ltd, lezrving

aside compensatiorr which is to be decided by tlre Adjudicating

Oflicer if pursuecl by the complarnant at a later stage.

Keeping in vie'uv the present status ol th: project and

intervening circLrmstances, the authority is of the considered

opinion that the responclent has failed to deliver the

possession of the apartment TDP-F-F010F 101 rn [rirst floor to

')
J,

5.

4.

1.

Z.
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the comprainant by the cclr-nniittecr crate i.e. l,rMarch 2011 as

per the .said agreenrent and the possession ha; been creraye.I

by 7 years, 7 months anci 15 ciays tiil the crate of decision i.e.

16,70'2018. 'fhus, the conrprar,ant is entitred to interest at
prescribecl rate for every nro,th of crelay tiil th: hancring over
of tlre ;lossessiorr.

Decision and directions of the authority

.i' After taking int, con.sicre.ratio, ail the mat..riar facts as

adduced and procrrced by both the parties, the authority
exercising powers vested in it uncler sectio, .:7 0f the Real

Bstate [Reguration anc"r DeveroprnentJ Act, 2016 hereby rssues

the following directiors to the responcrent in tre interest of
justice ancl fair play:

', Itl" t
tfuig'

Iir)

i rl
i :,.

The respondent is dLrty bouncl to pay the intere.st at

the prescribed rate t.e. 10.45% for ev:ry nronth of

dela,v from the due cjate of possession i.:.01.03.2011

till the actual date of hancringover of thl possessirn.

'l'he respondent is crirecteci to pay r,te rest accrued

fronr 01.03,2011 to 16.10.2018 on account ol delay

in handing over of possession which sh rll be paid to

the conrplainant within 90 crays fr.rn the crate or

(i)
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decision and subsequent interest to rre paid by the

1Ott., of every succeeding month,

The respondent is further directed to apply for

registration of the project within fift ten days from

76.10.2018 otherwise penal cons( quences will

follow.

The authority has decided to take suo-molo cognizance

against the promoter for not getting the project registered &

for that separate proceeding will be initiate I against the

respondent u/s 59 of the Act by the registration branch.

The order is pronounced.

case file be consigned to the registry. copy of this order be

endorsed to registration branch.

Complaint I Io. 106 of 2 018

/s,

;{o\
\"N

4.

5.

6,

i

(sanrif Kumar)
Member

Dated :1,6.1,0.2018

. .! --"1'\

(Subhash Chander Kush)
Memlrer
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