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2. GURUGRAM

APPEARANCE:
Shri Satyender Kumar Goyal
Shri Manish Kumar for R-1

Shri Venket Rao for R-2 & R-4

Shri Nishant Jain for R-5

(Regulation and D
read with Rule

Developmen
section 11(4-3

the allottee as per the a

sty e 12 /|

Complaint No. 4858 of 2021

Advocate for the complainants
Advocate for respondent no. 1
Advocate for respondent no.
2&5

Advocate for the respondent

?Estde;’ftmn the amount

The particul H i
paid by the compla nants, da?ij of prﬂpused handing over the

possession, delay period, if any, have been detailed in the

following tabular form:

S. No.

Heads

Description

Name of the project

“Scottish mall”, sector 48&49
sohna road, Gurugram

Nature of the project

Commercial complex
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HARERA

2. GURUGRAM

Complaint No. 4858 of 2021

3. Project area 0.876 acres
4. Premises no. SF-06, second floor
[page no. 39 of complaint]
5. Unit measuring 739.54 sq. ft. of super area
[page no. 39 of complaint]
6. Date of execution of April 2007
commercial [page no. 37 of complaint]
premises buyer’s
agreement
7 Payment plan Cunsu'uction linked payment plan
8. Collaboration “-‘E @1\2{}04
agreement R age no. 19 of complaint]
9, Total consideration 5,51,400/-
(Basic sale pric § a d by complainants on
v I | pi complaint]
10. Total amo LIRS, 28 -
payable by: ~{[asalleg mplainants on
Complai ““I'pageé no. 3 plaint]
11. Due da Iivex:yf il 20097 O
of po ' Due d lated from the
(As per f date of execution of the
commercial p e agreement: .
buyer’s £, I 5 A"
24 months _ o ‘\3\‘?
date of this agreement) i} =2
12. Dcmpﬂi [ 6
certifi ofecomplaint]
Pl I € ¥ BN Mﬂzﬁﬁaﬂf ﬁimpiﬂiﬂt]
13. | Possession | || \W
certificate annexure-4 of :umplaint]
[page 57 of complaint]
B. Facts of the complaint

The complainants have submitted as under: -
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That in the year 2006, the respondents advertised their

proposed project called ‘Scottish Mall, in sector-49, Gurugram,
Haryana, showing that the construction and quality of the
commercial complex and the infrastructure would be world
class.

That the respondent no.1 is the developer and respondent no.2
to 5 are collaborators/promoters /landowners of the

P, - I e
commercial complex. ';_a*tkf‘-: 3

"<

ngm&\s ‘fg\nscnmsh mall, sector-
QY ekt
48 & 49 sohna Pﬁﬁ.l : 1"
& J s ™ ‘\&
That the r \C no.l : inta a collaboration
%nper with the

respondents 10.2,to'S g.commercial plot of
‘es (4239. ﬁ rds) forming part
_ - known as ‘Uppal's
Southend’ situated in & 49 Gurugram tehsil &
District Gur R the ;{ estate of Village
Fazilpur ]harsg,gm! asola Tel s strlct Gurugram on the
terms and con_,dl'ﬂb eﬁQhﬁi‘ Al l

That in terms of collaboration agreement dated 27.07.2004
with the respondents no.2 to 5, the respondent no.l
constructed a commercial complex known as “Scottish Mall”

upon the aforesaid plot consisting of 75 shops on sohna-

Gurugram road.
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10.

11.

12.

That during the course of construction of the said mall, the
respondent no.1 invited applications from various persons for
allotment of showroom/office space/other space (shop) of
various sizes in the aforesaid mall known as ‘Scottish Mall".

That in various advertisement and broacher the respondent

no.1, had shown a rosy picture to entice innocent persons to

purchase the shopsin the aforesald mall and the officials of the

The respnndent rm «¢epted, acknowledged and

admitted th ﬂ aedecessnr of the
uf e resaid shop.

complainant as

That after thf;ag_h o ,bf‘cnm lainant no. 1, the
complainant no. 1 suhmltted a letter to the respondent no.1 for
recording the name of the complainant no.1 as allottee in place
of his father, Moti Lal Jain which was accepted and after that
the complainants became owners of the aforesaid shop.

That subsequently the possession of the aforesaid shop was

handed over to the complainants by the respondent no.1 and
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13.

14.

15.

a certificate cum- confirmation letter dated 07.09.2011 was
issued by the respondent no.1 in favour of the complainants. It
was also admitted and accepted by the respondent no.1 that
the respondent no.1 has received total dues in final settlement
of agreement consideration and accordingly the handed over
the possession of the aforesaid shop to the complainants.

That the complainants admittedly have deposited the total

amount of sale cuns:de;, :-n n ! fltjae aforesaid shops with the

same.

That howev le consideration
from the co e respo dent’ no.1 along with
respondents now2 - ) miserably failed to

convey/transfer the nership of the aforesaid

shop to the EH% Mﬂ 5 years without
any rhyme reasn g and getting registered
cunveyance Lﬁ&‘i jm d in the absence
of any legal title the complamants are facing a lot of hardships.
That the complainants have been approaching the respondent
no.1, continuously as it has been deprived of the legal
ownership of the aforesaid shop in the absence of conveyance

deed/sale deed of the aforesaid shop in its favour by the

respondent no.1.
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16. That the respondents no.2 to 5 while entering into the

17.

collaboration agreement dated 27.07.2004 with the
respondent no.l have categorically agreed to execute
necessary power of attorney in favour of respondent no.1
enabling it to execute and get registered the conveyance deed
of the aforesaid shop in favour of complainants and various
other allottees.

respondents n0.2.10, : ', te@ “n;lEl got registered the

’(of*ﬂﬁ ﬁ#s&épsx to the respective

allottees/ow ay bhf( in the yeg Q;ZQlS however the
respondent ;:i&;llusi Wi othel g_b er came forward
to complete the exe fion of the conveyance

deed in favour of ‘complainants anc r remaining shop
owners with ops illegally and

unauthorisedly.

18. That it is p

19.

' ﬂB ﬁ t the occupation
certificate in respectq e af res d uldlqgie the scottish

mall was 1ssugd L}frﬁﬁ staéu.ﬁprjf "clt.rttfnritiés vide memo no.
5081 dated 13.06.2008. However, the completion certificate of
the project building has not yet been issued.

That the respondents no.2 to 5, have duly authorised the
respondent no.1 to develop the aforesaid mall and to book,
sale the shops fell into the share of the respondent no.1 and

the respondents no.2 to 5, who have received all benefits
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20.

21.

under the collaboration with the respondent no.1 are also duly
bound by the commercial premises buyer’s agreement dated
April 2007 and cannot escape from the liability of execution
and registration of the conveyance deed of the aforesaid shop
in favour of the complainants and bound to execute necessary
power of attorney in favour of respondent no.1 authorizing the

ther remaining shop

e or reason, the

as absolute owners of the.same-d€spite payment of total sale
consideratio M complainants to
the entire sa ondent no.1, more than 5
years back. ﬁ M

That in various meetings the respondent no.1, gave false
assurances to the complainants and other shop owners for
completion of the legal formality of execution and registration
of the sale deeds/conveyance deeds, but the needful was never

done and the respondent no.1 and on persistence requests of

the complainants and other shop owners, stated that the
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22

23.

HARERA

respondents no.2 to 5 are not executing necessary power of
attorney in favour of respondent no.1, therefore in the absence
of same the conveyance deed of the aforesaid shop in favour of
complainants and other remaining shops in favour of other
owners/allottees could not be executed and get registered.

That after coming to the notice and knowledge of the same the

complainants tried to cuntact the respundents no.2 to 5, but

all the responde | receivir 3’ | sale consideration
p n q*—h tota
from the cumplainanté‘ménhgerﬁﬁlammg shop owners with

respect to th 1% vas lﬁ{l}g me dishonest and

none of the r ,e_\p ave inte n to transfer or
convey the legal dl é@‘jﬂy esaid shops to the
complainants and other remaining shop owners in their
favour with malafide intentions to cause wrongful loss to
complainants and other shop owners and wrongful gain to the
respondents rendering all the respondents liable for
prosecution and punished under Indian Penal laws besides the

liability to convey/transfer the clear title in favour of
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24.

25.

HARERA

complainants and other remaining shop owners and also to
pay damages suffered by the complainants on account of
illegal and unauthorised acts of all of you.

That the complainants along with owners of the shops in the
aforesaid mall got served a legal notice dated 07.08.2020 upon
the respondents apprising them about all the facts and

requesting them to cumple;t_gﬂghe execution and registration of
favous 91’ complainants and other
'~.':“-'- receiving the legal notice
: f aid IZI{JHC_'IE; nor came forward to

:} Qgé‘%;%ﬂ\( 0.5 who in its reply
- that; the eﬁ;}bndent No.5 had
\1 g?armg vasika No.
soursof respondent No.2
1 @%ﬂ y of any sale deed

orha ded *"f.‘ complainants.
That this authority is fully.empowered to pass appropriate
orders dire ﬁﬂﬁ and get registered
the cnnveya%g\ M(zp in favour of
complainants by &JRL:J libfﬁ' 'hﬁ}leq section 31 of the
Act of 2016 on the basis of present complaint as in terms of
section 17 of the Act, the builder/promoter/developer is
required to execute and get registered the conveyance deed of
the unit/ shop in favour of the allottee within 3 months from

the date of occupation certificate, which in the present case

was issued way back in 2008 and the conveyance deed has not
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28.

been executed and got registered till date. Since the
completion certificate has not been issued, therefore the
project would be considered as an ongoing project as per
section 3 of the Act and squarely falls within the jurisdiction of
the authority.

Relief sought by the complainants:

to complete the execution and

onveye ce deed of the shop no.

oo ATEE [\
The respunm m@m mplaint on the
following gr U

That respondent no.5 denies each and every averment made,

contentions raised, projection sought to be given by the
complainants in the complaint under reply to the extent the
same is contrary to and / or inconsistent with the true and
complete facts of the case and / or the submissions made in

the present reply and the same is denied in toto and no part
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29.

30.

3t

-

thereof may be deemed to be admitted by respondent no.5 for
want of non-traverse, except and in so far as that which is
specifically admitted by it. That the reply to the present
complaint is being filed through Shri Rohit Harbola, an
authorized person of the respondent no.5 company.

That the present complaint is not maintainable and the hon'ble
regulatory authority has noJunsdicﬁun whatsoever to decide
the present complaint., \(ﬂ f~= “

That the project, i.e., "Scottish ;
Haryana, is nmth _:. i ok |
(Regulation & _'
project of (é&r sponge .i
regulatur}r ?L}g‘l rit}'_ A pé

, any project for

te, part thereof or
| q'j.--:' "- n certificate is made
to the cumpetent auMMfure the publication of the

said rules | R ‘i ‘Ff%ana Real Estate
(Regulation ,Deve ent ue {117

That no cause’ q; aeﬁqw {h@w acg‘ma:{ 111 favour of the
complainants to file the present complaint before the hon’ ble
regulatory authority. The complaint being without any cause
of action is liable to be dismissed on this ground alone.

That the complainants are estopped from filing the present
complaint by their own acts, conduct, admissions,

commissions, omissions, acquiescence and latches. The
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complainants have moved the instant vexatious complaint to

harass the respondent no.5.
33. That it is evident from the entire sequence of events, that no
illegality can be attributed to the respondent no.5. The
allegations levelled by the complainants qua the respondent
no.5 are totally baseless and do not merit any consideration by
this hon'ble authority.

PR

\
s
A

AN R
o ~'f|1w comp h\’_(ténn the following
m =
J GBS

rtaining to change in
ntly Mr. Sunil Bedi, the

ownership, it is_submi ,

respondent HAJ

of Mr. Lalit GM ‘r ondentno;4) and M/s Gupta Promoters
&) {BIEILI Y

Pvt. Ltd. (resbuhd‘eﬁ n f) “the er's area allocation by

executing the sale deed(s) in his favour before the sub-

ve owner's share

registrar, Gurgaon.

36. That the instant complaint has been preferred by the
complainants on frivolous and unsustainable grounds against
the owners and the complainants have not approached this

learned authority with clean hands. The instant complaint is
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not maintainable in the eyes of law and is devoid of merit and

is fit to be dismissed in limine.

37. That the respondent no.1 is the developer and promoter of the
commercial building “Scottish Mall”, and the owners are only
the landowners of the plot of land measuring 0.876 acres
wherein the project is developed.

38. Thata collaboration agreeqr}gn!: dated 27.07.2004 was entered

-

between the developer;(respandent no.1)and the landowners
i.e. Mr. Sunil Bedi [resﬁ p.2) the owner of 39.89% of
undivided share ip 0.876 acres, Mr. Ashok
Logani (respond ohit 78% of undivided share

: Gulati (respondent
ivide ] Shal‘E in land
ta.Promoters Pvt. Ltd.

¢¢41d3d sharein land

in land admeasurif

construction of a multi-st ¢ommercial complex by the

developer nﬂlﬁﬂﬁﬂz\
39. That the resp}m\ ent no. F:ét? ed themselves fully about
- |
the right anMeu e u AMeing the subject

matter of the agreement and also about the integrity and the
goodwill of the owners.

40. That according to the collaboration agreement, respondent
no.1 undertook to develop the project at its own cost and

expenses and with its own resources. respondent no. 2, 4 and
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41.

42.

43.

5 had no role to play in the said development/construction
process and is solely confined to providing the land to the
respondent no.1.

That the owners do not fall within the definition of a promoter,
as defined in clause 2(zk) of the Real Estate (Regulation and
Development) Act, 2016 for the purpose of this particular

project. The owners have neither constructed nor developed

the said project andxf:_ﬂ ey mqpt involved in marketing

promoting, selling or .:-=I_.,. Er“' functioning/activity of the
project in whatsoeve] fh \\

That in sectio r ‘sﬁﬁ“ d’ ﬁu&hunty is bestowed
with power ﬁ dlrem pron Eﬂl}n&real estate agents
f t E}_I_l_ar : %l functions under
les, Regulations

moters fo '_-'@ e urpuse of the said

™

..

and allottee gm;.,t pugE 0S€

the provisions.c 'i s Act,
That the owne f 2110t | 1
project thus, se '. 37.0ft | t be applicable on the
owners and nu dirhb terms of relief sought can be
issued to th d that the words
"such directm s shall be miz on all con emed" cannot be
construed tdnmﬁ a; h‘b&‘*diﬁb&’:&ﬁmmﬂ]l‘ be binding on all
persons. Such a construction will not extend the jurisdiction of
the Ld. Authority beyond the intendment of the Act. Moreover,
according to the rule of construction "Ejusdem Generis",
where a law lists specific classes of persons or things and then
refers to them in general, the general statements only apply to

the same kind of persons or things specifically listed.
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44, That the owners are not parties to the commercial premises

45,

buyer's agreement entered between the respondent no.1 and
the complainants. Therefore, the complaint is liable to be
dismissed at the threshold qua the owners on the ground that
the grievance raised by the complainants falls within the
domain and ambit of being “purely private contractual

agreement between cumplamimts and respondent no. 1 and

the rest of the respond h : a;)pames to the said contract
executed between the respon o[ :« no. 1 and the complainants.

i e
2 l'r

That there is no p u_';'. { Ju ~ tr tor commercial relation
between the campla ---;"i : :-. as no consideration
of any kind whatsoever lﬁﬁbpai -u f cumplainants to
as thepe?aeer/a\pr\ﬂmd Qggeement executed

rKs Tan }*L: r*i's Moreover, the

“s hu*h \ aLB&ed unit in the said
Ainantsasthe /pﬁ:-;ectdues not belong

to the owners. it is t?@"re eﬁr no.1 who has allotted the

units to the ﬁR articularl}' belong
to the respnr}ggnt no.l. Furthe nre, a bare perusal of the
documents, in,g]ilc‘.lg% tﬁ&ni' éﬁ;pdsubstantiates the

fact that the contract was between the complainants and the

the owners

owners are n

project to the co

respondent no.1, and the grievance of the complainants are
also against the respondent no.1. The owners have no role to
play in what seems to be an issue between the respondent no.1

and the complainants.
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46.

47,

48.

49.

That the complainants had never approached the owners, nor
were any assurances provided by the owners to the
complainants at the time of booking of the commercial unit.
Further, there is no relationship of the promoter and allottee
between the owners and the complainants within the meaning
of the Act.

That the complainants have a cantractual relationship with the

respondent no.1 and tlgﬁ '_ "*tﬁjg’e settled privately. Instead,

the owners should not bg *'.'.: .,;_ﬁ- into it as the complainants

neither has an}' ra}a’f’ﬁlp' Wth ﬂm owners nor has any

agreement ma ‘

S Ashok Kumar
heth igh i i Madhusudan
Patel & Orsl f:l} VIl PEAL NOS .xﬂ 5>83-86 OF 2014), the
‘Court. | specific t;rmance cannot be

granted against i 0 1S qgaﬁaf(y to a contract basis
(A
the doctrine ufpriviti?ﬁﬁe&n

That the nw Rt E‘% rom the array of
omp

parties in the p;\esent ( ecause there is no privity of

That in the fape .
Jayantilal Sheth

Hon'ble Apex ‘Cour

contract be’tﬁéem etl‘(e\_m:_iiplaﬁldn& s(nd the owners.
Furthermore, the owners are completely unaware of any
transaction between the complainants and respondent no.1
and cannot be held liable or accountable for any action of the
owners. Also, a careful and bare perusal of the complaint

reveals that no specific allegation or averments have been
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50.

ol

52.

made against the owners and therefore, the owners deserve to
be deleted from the array of parties.

That there is no real cause of action that has either been
pleaded or exists as against the owners. Further, the
complainants have no locus standi to file the present
complaint against the owners. The present complaint is filed

with an ulterior motive to g;i_necessarily drag the owners into

frivolous litigation witk -- t any basis or cause of action. That it
tl & conmplainants are merely abusing

the process of law as t _ﬂ ) la t is,based on illusory cause
ln

ln
'
D)8 @,
er's agmament has xecuted between

| D
the cnmplalnﬁns ang a’/éFspundLrﬁJ 0.1. Thus, the

of action.

obligations [h '=:,r- n m. he said buyer’s
agreement is attribut bl oly n _a_-l- .; Hatories of the said
agreement. nowhere.it is tated tha the owners are liable to
execute conveyance dee F-:- i e allottees. In absence of

there being ﬂﬁ R agreement on the
part of the respun en the resp ndents no. 2,4 &
5 cannot bE.._,pi‘Jd_ éﬁu é”teli sought by the
complainants. Hence, the reliefs sought by the complainants
cannot be imposed on the respondents no.2, 4 & 5.

That in terms of the collaboration agreement dated
27.07.2004 the owners earmarked their respective built-up
area allocation in the said complex. It is also agreed in the said

collaboration agreement that both the parties are entitled to
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33,

55,

enter into any agreement/ arrangement with any prospective
buyer qua their respective shares and to receive the booking/
sale amount thereof.

That in term of clause 24 of the collaboration agreement dated
27.07.2004 the respondents were to earmark/ allocate the
respective area allocation on tentative building plans,
however, after completion of the said commercial complex, the

respondent no.1 wnthogg'

t;he rest of the respondents

informed sold maximu -'#f of its allocation to various

buyers and has also imercial premises buyer's
agreement in eaf The factum of
this commerg nt was deliberately
suppressed D, the rest of the
respondents at ails.of the transactions
that have alr

That the respond pproached the owners

nor sent any new list 0f buyersto them thereby enabling the

owners to a ﬁFB llaboration agreement
and execute w a ents etc.

That very dlih[ﬁ'ﬁ Ibiﬂ respondent no.1
has approached and requested the owners to execute a power
of attorney for only 11 units for execution of sale deed(s) in the
favour of the respective buyer and the said request was
immediately acted upon by the owners and a POA was
executed in favour of respondent no.1. Thereafter, neither the

respondent no.l has approached, nor the complainants/
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buyers has approached the owners voicing out any grievance

whatsoever.

That the owners have no intention of delaying the execution of
sale/conveyance deed to the extent of their share in the said
land by issuing power of attorney in favour of respondent no.1
provided that list of such agreements along with all the details

is made available to them.,
e ot

That the complainants hiave s
f TR b aea

the owners or the ones whi¢ ‘ha
and circumstances.of hﬂ?kespnt '
- \ants hﬂh{‘h “owners are wholly
- untenable in law

ghtto rake up trivial issues qua

s@:\AlE the allegations as

in terms of clause 2 e.collaboration agreement signed

between the 0 nﬁ lE"d owners. It is submitted

that a remedy T;I't t Tﬁm ants \ave, is against the
{

; EL_LJ ¥ &

Neither the developer i.e,, respondent no.1 has approached the

developer i.

owners for any compliance in terms of the collaboration
agreement nor has the complainants approached the owners
pertaining to any grievances related to the execution of the

conveyance deed.
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59,

60.

61.

62.

F.1

63.

That in the present complaint, no relief has been sought/
claimed by the complainants against the owners and the
averments made in the complaint are mainly confined against
the respondent no.1 alone.

That despite the fact that the respondent no.1 has never
approached the answering respondents for carrying forward
the compliances under the ‘collaboration agreement, the

owners undertake to execu 4“' Qpcuments agreements and

5 g ,
assurances as may be n %J:q‘ﬁ' and requisite to be extended

to the respondent pe’ 1 to/the !'.'e tof their demarcated share
in respect of the'propert) "'=' as @ e property allocable

to the owners .a- HUHd W
Copies of al g rele an @i been filed and
not in dispute.
' g’/ based on these

placed on cord.
nade by the parties.
Jurisdiction of the au

Hence, the
The respundHhA:& objection Ading jurisdiction
of authﬂrityCé WC@ c?"tplﬁmt and the said

objection stands rejected. The authority observed that it has

L !

undisputed docu e%

territorial as well as subject matter jurisdiction to adjudicate

the present complaint for the reasons given below.
Territorial jurisdiction

As per notification no, 1/92/2017-1TCP dated 14.12.2017
issued by Town and Country Planning Department, the
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jurisdiction of Real Estate Regulatory Authority, Gurugram
shall be entire Gurugram District for all purpose with offices
situated in Gurugram. In the present case, the project in
question is situated within the planning area of Gurugram
District, therefore this authority has complete territorial
jurisdiction to deal with the present complaint.

F.1I Subject matter jurisdiction
"1;..
64. The authority has cnmglete !unsdlmun to decide the

complaint regarding nnn-cnm liance of obligations by the

1 M
promoter as per seE‘tion 11 4 and sectmn 17(1) of the Act
\ -
of 2016. Leavmiaside compensation which is to be decided by
AR

the adjudicatin ng officer if pursued by the complainants at a
later stage.
G. Findings onth

1. Direct the execution and
regimH ﬁ HERA the shop no. GF-
SF-06 @ sq.ﬁ:. in Scottish
mall, secto QR snh% Gurugram on stamp and

registration charges to be borne by the complainants.
G.I Execution of conveyance deed

66. In the present complaint, the complainants are seeking relief

of execution of conveyance deed. Clause 34 of unit buyer's
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agreement (in short, agreement) provides for handing over of

possession and is reproduced below:

“34 CONVEYANCE OF THE UNIT

Clause 34.:

"That on the receipt of requisite permissions/sanctions
from the authorities concerned for the sale the said
premises to the allottee (and subject to the whole of the
consideration money and registration charges for
execution and registration of sale deed in favour of the
allottee, and other dues, ifany, having been received) the
developers shall complete the sale and effect the
Conveyance of the said premises to the Allottee in such
manner as may be permissible, at the expense of the
Allottee and on the terms and conditions of this
Agreement except those omitted by the Developers as
unnecessary and the terms and conditions, if any,
imposed by the authorities in this behalf, in accordance
with the provisions of Haryana Ownership Act, 1983 and
other applicable laws.”

The authority has gone through the conveyance clause of the
agreement and observe that the conveyance has been
subjected to all kinds of terms and conditions of this
agreement and the complainants not being in default under
any provisions of this agreement and compliance with all
provisions, formalities and documentation as prescribed by
the promoters.

67. Sec.17(1) and proviso reads as under:-

“Section 17: Transfer of title

17(1). The promoter shall execute a registered
conveyance deed in favour of the allottee along with the
undivided proportionate title in the common areas to the
association of the allottees or the competent authority, as
the case may be, and hand over the physical possession of
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the plot, apartment of building, as the case may be, to the
allottees and the common areas to the association of the
allottees or the competent authority, as the case may be,
in a real estate project, and the other title documents
pertaining thereto within specified period as per
sanctioned plans as provided under the local laws:
Provided that, in the absence of any local law, conveyance
deed in favour of the allottee or the association of the
allottees or the competent authority, as the case may be,
under this section shall be carried out by the promoter
within three months.f]
certificate.

the conveyance deed ments / formalities on the

basis of wth%rR EM&ME the builder
and landow e I respondents are
willing to dn@m‘lﬁg in complying with
the directions of the authority in this context. One month time
period is given to the respondents to complete all the
formalities w.r.t. collaboration agreement. Thereafter one
more month is given to the respondent no. 1 to sign and

execute conveyance deed in favour of the buyers/allottees and

submit a compliance report in this regard before the authority.
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G, Directions of the Authority
1. The respondents are directed to execute the conveyance deed
of the allotted unit within two months after completing
necessary formalities as to collaboration agreement etc.
2. Complaint stands disposed of.
3. File be consigned to registry.

GURUGRAM
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