HARERA

- GURUGRAM Complaint No. 480 of 2021

BEFORE THE HARYANA REAL ESTATE REGULATORY
AUTHORITY, GURUGRAM

Complaint no. : 4800f2021
First date of hearing: 17.03.2021
Date of decision + 14.09.2021

1. Novas Commercial Pvt Ltd
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HARERA

A GURUGRAM Complaint No. 480 of 2021
APPEARANCE:
Shri Satyender Kumar Goyal Advocate for the complainant
Shri Manish Kumar Advocate for respondent no. 1
Shri Venket Rao Advocate for respondent no.
284
Shri Nishant Jain Advocate for the respondent
no.5
ORDER

1. The present complaint dg_p%:lg .02.2021 has been filed by the
complainant/allottee -,',E 31 of the Real Estate
sment] Act , 2016 (in short, the Act)

H .&Tﬁsmm (Regulation and
eRu les] for violation of

of the wherein it is inter
al bg' esponsible for all
ction S under the provision
. "- de thereunder or to
the allottee as per'thé mﬁ}’ e executed inter se.

A. Unitand er AET
2. The particul Bﬂd%aﬁon. the amount
paid by the @Agﬂ;d, j@&ﬁgﬁ\aj}\anding over the

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

following tabular form:
S. No. Heads Description
8 Name of the project “Scottish mall”, sector 48&49
sohna road, Gurugram
2. Nature of the project Commercial complex
3. Project area 0.876 acres
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2 GURUGRAM Complaint No. 480 of 2021
4. Premises no. 24, ground floor
[page no. 38 of complaint]
5. Unit measuring 561.53 sq. ft. of super area
[page no. 38 of complaint]
6. Date of execution of 20.12.2005
commercial premises [as alleged by complainant]
buyer’s agreement
¢ Payment plan Construction linked payment
plan
8. Collaboration 27.07.2004
agreement {-[page no. 19 of complaint]
9. Total consideration AT 9,84,950/-
(Basic sale price) ‘27 1{as alleged by complainant on
1L page no. 3 of complaint]
10. :
11.
12. | Occupation certi “Hf 1306
date annes . f mmplaint]
13, Possessi
omplaint]
(\;zl ”; l l %m laint]
B. Facts of the complaint
The complainant has submitted as under: -
3. That the complainant is a private limited company duly

registered with the registrar of companies, having its office as
stated above. Mr. Vineet Mittal is the duly authorized person
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of the complainant company vide resolution dated 20.06.2020,

to file the present complaint, to engage counsel, to sign and
verify the pleadings, applications, affidavits and to do all act
that may be necessary in the present complaint, duly passed
by the complainant in its meetings of board of directors held
on 20.06.2020. Mr. Vineet Mittal is well conversant with the

facts and circumstances .;—Efﬁl the present case and fully

complainant.

That in the year .2
proposed project
Haryana, showing
commercial

class.

commercial cbmplex. '

That the cn ﬂu

shop No. 24 surin g {
& 49 sohna QA r\/
That the respondent no.l entered into a collaboration
agreement dated 27.07.2004 as developer with the
respondents no.2 to 5 with respect to the commercial plot of
land measuring 0.876 acres (4239.84 sq. yards) forming part
of block ‘P, of the residential colony known as ‘Uppal’s

Southend’ situated in sector-48 & 49 Gurugram tehsil &
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10.

11.

HARERA

district Gurugram falling with the revenue estate of Village
Fazilpur Jharsa and Ghasola Tehsil & District Gurugram on the
terms and conditions stated therein,

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”

Gurugram road. A0

That during the course of .

all/any defect and thepurchasers would get a title free from

all/any defe Dlﬁ EUM and it would be

very beneficial in future.

That initiall @(JIQM@‘Q Aé.t\gdiu Sushma Jaireth
wife of late Sh. Shanti Prakash r/o 20, Anamika apartment, 99,
IP Extension Patparganj, Delhi-110092 who entered into a
commercial premises buyers agreement dated 20.12.2005
with the respondent no.1 subsequently the aforesaid shop was
transferred in the name of Mohit Raheja, it is further

subsequently transferred the shop in the name of Balkishan
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1.

13.

14,

HARERA

Pahuja, he further subsequently transferred the aforesaid
shop to Mr. Anshuman Singh and Mrs. Payal Chauhan and they
were endorsed as buyer on/upon the original commercial
premises buyer’s agreement dated 20.12.2005.

That the complainant was also lured with the rosy pictures and
the assurance on behalf of the respondent no.l and the

complainant purchased thr@#gfuresaid shop in resale and its

shop.
That subseqli

complainant. It was alsc ed and accepted by the

respondent ﬁh lE as received total
dues in fin ent ement consideration and
accordingly _ _ s’iﬁi of the aforesaid
shop to the complainant.

That the complainant admittedly has deposited the total
amount of sale consideration of the aforesaid shops with the
respondent no.1 which has been duly admitted, accepted and

acknowledged by the respondent no.1 as stated above and

thereafter the complainant is in actual, physical and vacant
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15.

16.

17,

18.

possession of the aforesaid shop being owner/allottee of the
same,

That however despite receiving the total sale consideration
from the complainant the respondent no.1 along with
respondents no.2 to 5 have been miserably failed to
convey/transfer the legal title/ownership of the aforesaid
shop to the complainant since last more than 5 years without
any rhyme or reaso tg‘ };‘ ing and getting registered

I‘

I nplainant and in the absence

conveyance deed in favour 'it.::
‘j tis ngalut of hardships.

That the complainant“has been approaching the respondent
no.l, cnntin 5]
ownership of the afo
deed/sale de @ :
respondent no { '

of any legal title theo

That the respondetits e entering into the

collaboration agreemier R 27.07.2004 with the
respondent H AR#:EJMEM to execute
necessary power of attorney in favour of respondent no.1
enabling it té‘?@ E 4@9&&:&“%?@:& deed

of the aforesaid shop in favour of complainant and various
other allottees.

That recently it come to the notice and knowledge of the
complainant that the respondent no.l in collusion with
respondent no.2 to 5 executed and got registered the

conveyance deeds of only 11 shops to the respective
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19.

20.

21.

allottees/owners way back in the year 2015, however the
respondents in collusion with each other never came forward
to complete the execution and registration of the conveyance
deed in favour of complainant and other remaining shop
owners with respect to their shops illegally and
unauthorisedly.

That it is pertinent to mention here that the occupation
certificate in respect n@i_:}it af '_'d building i.e., the scottish

7
I

bound by the commercial-premisés buyer's agreement dated

20.12.2005 ﬂaﬂ RpEu e
and registration o conve e

in favour of ij;éu@-éﬁiﬂl
power of attorney in favour of respondent no.1 authorizing the
respondent no.1 to execute and get registered the conveyance
deed of the aforesaid shop in favour of complainant and other
shop owners.

That in the absence of transfer of legal and valid title free from

all defects in favour of complainant and other remaining shop
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22,

23

HARERA

owners by the respondents without any rhyme or reason, the
complainant and all other remaining shop owners have been
facing a lot of hardships, mental agony and harassment as they
have been deprived of the legal and valid title of their
respective shops and they are not able to deal with their shops
as absolute owners of the same despite payment of total sale
consideration of their resper:tlve shaps by the complainant to

respondents no.2
attorney in favour nfr pondentnc

of same thec shap in favour of
cumplmnant rem;g\ shops in favour of other
ownersfallu l:j.ll? a}ui et registered.
That after coming to the notice and knowledge of the same the
complainant tried to contact the respondent no.2 to 5, but
none of them ever tried to resolve the issue and it seems that

all the respondents have colluded with each other with

malafide and dishonest intentions to harass, humiliate and
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24,

25.

torture the complainant and other innocent buyers physical,
mentally besides causing monetary loss to them.

That from the facts and circumstances stated above and in
view of the inordinate and unnecessary delay caused by the
respondents in collusion with each other it becomes clear that

all the respondents after receiving the total sale consideration

.

from the complainant and other remaining shop owners with
R

respect to their respecg *ﬁi (have become dishonest and

none of the respondents‘have @ny intention to transfer or

rongful loss to
ongful gain to the
dents liable for
Penal laws besides the
- title in favour of

complainant and other'remainingShop owners and also to pay

damages suﬂ b eﬁﬁMnunt of illegal and
unauthorise of yo
That this au@l&ﬂs @RM Ppass appropriate

orders directing the respondents to execute and get registered
the conveyance deed of the aforesaid shop in favour of
complainant by exercising the power under 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
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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
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 squgﬁ:;g‘ly falls within the jurisdiction of

deed of the shop no.

.53 sq.ft. in Scottish
Gurugram on stamp
‘to/'be borne by the

27. On the datél of hearing, & explained to the
respondents/prome C E‘R?Amim as alleged to
have been Ww@@ A on 11(4)(f) and
section 17(1) of the Act to plead guilty or not to plead guilty.

D. Reply by the respondent no. 5.

The respondent no.5 has contested the complaint on the
following grounds: -
28. That respondent no.5 denies each and every averment made,

contentions raised, projection sought to be given by the
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29.

30.

3.

complainant 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
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

authorized person of the; F pondent no. 5 company.
That the present -_._il.a i$ not maitainable and the hon'ble

regulatory autho ity ,--'_1.;-'. pich

complaint is being ﬂ,}ﬁ _;&;J Shri Rohit Harbola, an

the present complaint. -

That the project; i.e., or 49, Gurugram,

Hamna, is 3 j‘l .I'..‘ CovVel
\e\ |

ryana Real Estate

(Regulation & pern 7 nor is the said
project of the ‘respondents red with this hon'ble
regulatory authority. “As 1. the definition of "ongoing
projects” u ﬁﬂfﬁ Rﬁﬂ any project for
which an appEaEun vation certificate, part thereof or
completion -. art-c ’ let] rtificate is made

to the competent authority on or before the publication of the
said rules is outside the purview of Haryana Real Estate
(Regulation & Development) Rules, 2017.

That no cause of action has accrued in favour of the

complainant to file the present complaint before the hon'ble
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32.

33.

34,

regulatory authority. The complaint being without any cause
of action is liable to be dismissed on this ground alone.

That the complainant is estopped from filing the present
complaint by their own acts, conduct, admissions,
commissions, omissions, acquiescence and latches. The
complainant has moved the instant vexatious complaint to
harass the respondent no. 5 i

That it is evident frum - ﬁ ,_ | q, gequence of events, that no

3 2re

illegality can be -‘t_u ﬁﬁ‘ the respondent no.5. The

allegations levelled-by tt ant qua the respondent

ynotmerit any consideration by
et

this hon'ble alithofity. | %
That the com pﬁc a$mo locus stand < ause of action to
file the prese) aint. The compldinanthas not been able

to establish the

the respondent ' >
PEPRIERY ‘qTE EG‘)
E. Reply by respondent no. 2;4.an
The respon AR EBRI mplaint on the
following gr !

35.

s it SRR LRI D vy s

with the subsequent development pertaining to change in
ownership, it is submitted that presently Mr. Sunil Bedi, the
respondent no.2 has purchased the respective owner’s share
of Mr. Lalit Gulati (respondent no. 4) and M /s Gupta Promoters

Pvt. Ltd. (respondent no. 5) in the owner's area allocation by
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36.

37,

38.

39,

executing the sale deed(s) in his favour before the sub-
registrar, Gurgaon.

That the instant complaint has been preferred by the
complainant on frivolous and unsustainable grounds against
the owners and the complainant has not approached this
learned authority with clean hands. The instant complaint is

not maintainable in the eyes of law and is devoid of merit and

is fit to be dismissed in/limi *}* ::

That the respondent no. 1 5 t 4: ¢ developer and promoter of the

2y

commercial building ‘§c _F : .I fall"}and the owners are only

the landowners @ w6 plot of -5 d 0.876 acres

wherein the project is dqvp ": = 'fa

That a collaboration agreeme ed 27 &-7 2004 was entered
between the develope ! '1 B and the landowners
i.e. Mr. Sunil | | he owner of 39.89% of

0876 acres, Mr. Ashok
Logani (respondent no.3 --r : r0f 22.78% of undivided share

in land admﬂ 7 (.87 &ﬁulaﬁ (respondent
no.4) owner_o J 8 undivided share in land
admeasuring l!c—'.- _ \E/ moters Pvt. Ltd.
(respondent no. 5) owner of 14.55% of undivided share in land
admeasuring 0.876 acres, for the purpose of development and
construction of a multi-storeyed commercial complex by the

developer on the land of the landowners.

That the respondent no.1 had satisfied themselves fully about

the right and title of the owners on the land being the subject
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40,

41.

42,

43.

matter of the agreement and also about the integrity and the

goodwill of the owners.

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

5 had no role to play in the said development/construction

respondent no.1. ‘-9?

That the owners do not f2 "f- ‘: the definition of a promoter,

alved in marketing
tioning/activity of the

- uthnnty is bestowed

with power rei , real estate agents
and allottee HA; DSe.0 s functions under
the provisio

That the nwngjj Rmquse of the said

project thus, section 37 of the Act cannot be applicable on the
owners and no directions in terms of relief sought can be
issued to the owners it is humbly submitted that the words
"such directions shall be binding on all concerned” cannot be
construed to mean that the directions will be binding on all

persons. Such a construction will not extend the jurisdiction of
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45,

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.

That the owners are not parties to the commercial premises
buyer's agreement enteredrygtween the respondent no.1 and

P |

the complainant. The ;-:'-.' _the complaint is liable to be

dismissed at the threshold gua t. owners on the ground that
: g

the grievance raised by ainant falls within the

domain and ambi rély “private contractual

rest of the respondentsiare not parties . the said contract

executed betiveer and the complainant.

That there is ‘o privi of | 20 ommercial relation
between the complaihantand-the ewnets as no consideration
of any kind whatsoevér-has.beenpaid by the complainant to

eement executed

the owners n}%s A?rﬂ
between the complainant a
owners are é i Jl?ng

project to the complainant as the said project does not belong

nd o
e owners. Moreover, the
»A 3d unit in the said

to the owners, it is the respondent no.1 who has allotted the
units to the complainant and the project particularly belong to
the respondent no.l. Furthermore, a bare perusal of the
documents, including the present complaint, substantiates the

fact that the contract was between the complainant and the
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46.

47.

48.

49,

respondent no.1, and the grievance of the complainant is 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 complainant.

That the complainant had never approached the owners, nor
were any assurances provided by the owners to the
complainant at the time of huo!dng of the commercial unit.
Further, there is no retg 0 =,1 r\jthe promoter and allottee
between the owners and a 1€ cC o mplainant within the meaning
of the Act. 1 )Y \d

That the complé

elationship with the

& oA
respondent no.} a ettled privately. Instead,
h 3
the owners shoul

as the complainant
<
neither has "= '

¢ owners nor has any

agreement made hetw | C

Sl N
That in the casé.of Ka DHaben 6\3’ V/S Ashok Kumar
Jayantilal Sheth Throug Gopalbhai Madhusudan
Patel & Drs R 683:86 OF 2014), the
Hon'ble Ape ¢ performance cannot be

X ourt 3
granted agai dﬂk p a contract basis

the doctrine of privity of contract.

That the owners are liable to be deleted from the array of
parties in the present complaint because there is no privity of
contract between the complainant and the owners.
Furthermore, the owners are completely unaware of any

transaction between the complainant and respondent no.1
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50.

5i.

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
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 a%ainst the owners. Further, the

N

cumplamant has no ln@ﬁg k Lo file the present complaint

waty L T
.-;.rp

obligations and liabil: rising from the said buyer's

agreement 1*11% tnries of the said
agreement. n stat at e owners are liable to
execute cnn iﬁ s In absence of
there being any liability under the buyer's agreement on the
part of the respondent no. 2, 4 & 5, the respondent no. 2,4 & 5
cannot be made subject to the reliefs sought by the
complainant. Hence, the reliefs sought by the complainant

cannot be imposed on the respondent no.2, 4 & 5.
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52.

53.

54.

Do,

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
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 2 ; (the _‘ callaboration agreement dated

\-
-‘f

27.07.2004 the respnn ’&" {"" e to earmark/ allocate the

respective area alloca -*a téntative building plans,

however, after go :ia_n atio ymmercial complex, the

respondent no est of the respondents

-

informed sold.maxi gcation to various

buyers and has, ercial premises buyer's

agreement in thereof. The factum of

this commercial .-'_‘-'_.-h eS buyer eement was deliberately

suppressed by the respondent-n©.1. and so, the rest of the

respondents WB [RI f the transactions
that have alr e bu ers

That the res et':tpﬁ:‘t;ﬁached the owners
nor sent any new list of buyers to them thereby enabling the
owners to act upon in terms of the collaboration agreement
and execute necessary POA, agreements etc.

That very dubiously on a previous occasion, 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
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56.

S

58.

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.1 has approached, nor the complainant/ buyer
has approached the owners voicing out any grievance
whatsoever.

That the owners have no intention of delaying the execution of
sale/conveyance deed _.ﬁ.i; t of their share in the said
land by issuing power o #jg}“j in favour of respondent no.1

g

That the co 2} 2 D trivial issues qua
the owners ¢ 2 N0 ance in the facts
and circums| sasel All the allegations as
stated by ”- ers are wholly

That the m«ﬁﬁ
their part of the con

1 and have n{; |

in terms of clause 24 of the collaboration agreement signed
between the respondent no. 1 and the owners. It is submitted
that a remedy if any that the complainant has, is against the
developer i.e., respondent no.1 and not against the owners,

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

owners for any compliance in terms of the collaboration
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D

60.

61.

62,

agreement nor has the complainant approached the owners
pertaining to any grievances related to the execution of the
conveyance deed.

That in the present complaint, no relief has been sought/
claimed by the complainant against the owners and the
averments made in the complaint are mainly confined against

the respondent no.1 alune

That despite the fact; _;ggspondent no.l has never

the compliances uf@ " 'z ation agreement, the
. «né. w R NN

owners undertaké'to-€Xectite e allfdc ctithénts, agreements and

assurances as aa 'be nmmwmd 2quiisite to be extended

to the respondent no. tathe of th &' emarcated share

in respect of t !?1.--- Ope. } B property allocable

AN
Copies of all th"‘sh

to the owner
ave been filed and
placed on the recu d.“Their-auth enticity is not in dispute,

Hence, the ased on these

undisputed ggj\lmenfz and S miss ma e by the parties.
Jurisdiction

The respondents have raised objection regarding jurisdiction
of authority to entertain the present complaint and the said
objection stands rejected. The authority observed that it has
territorial as well as subject matter jurisdiction to adjudicate

the present complaint for the reasons given below.
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F.1 Territorial jurisdiction

63. As per notification no. 1/92/2017-1TCP dated 14.12.2017
issued by Town and Country Planning Department, the
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
questmn is situated Wlthlfkrﬂie planning area of Gurugram

th 'J’ has complete territorial

jurisdiction to deal with the présent complaint.

- - . 2
64. The authnri?r has cnmEIete ]unsQictmn to decide the
: .5
complaint regardmg nun-cnmpllance of obligations by the
A, 0™ B 1 |
prumuteraspﬁr secl:i?n 11[4] [t? at}d1sectinn 17(1) of the Act
3 | I .

of 2016. Leaving aside r:umpensatmn which is to be decided by
.. 0 N H BF~"7F

the adjudicating officer if pursued by th lainant at a lat
d ill ca B -CE['I Uursu {k_cnmp ainant at a later
' 'q?‘ E REG\)

stage.
G. Findings on
65. Relief sough

sought fnllnw[@elj’ﬁ} C, R /—-\ \;

1. Direct the respondents to complete the execution and

registration of the conveyance deed of the shop no. 24 on ground
floor measuring 561.53 sq.ft. in Scottish mall, sector 48-49
sohna road, Gurugram on stamp and registration charges to be
borne by the complainant.

G.I Execution of conveyance deed
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66. In the present complaint, the complainant is seeking relief for

the execution of conveyance deed. Clause 34 of unit buyer’s
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 authoritigs 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, if any, 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 complainant not being in default under any
provisions of this agreement and compliance with all
provisions, formalities and documentation as prescribed by
the promoters.

67. Section 17 (1) and proviso of the Real Estate Regulation and
Development Act,2016 is reproduced below:

“Section 17: - Transfer of title
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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
assaciation of the allottees or the competent authority, as
the case may be, and hand over the physical possession of
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- p .‘ﬁf d under the local laws:

-

Provided that, in thed -';:;_. nee of &_}’ local law, conveyance

& pioer "'rz
deed in favour of the'd 'f: e or the association of the

allottees or the comp q:: ithority, as the case may be,
under this seetion Jl ¢ tarried out by the promoter

within thrée-niont V* ofissug of occupancy
certificafe, \' %@ ; o)

68. BBA has beel __ ""'twe% buyers and the
builder on 2 ﬁ

any issue inviolvet

it of controversy w.r.t.
€ t ple, payment and
oF of possession. Only
point at issue is gef H‘EW dnveyance deed by the

respondent no. 1 in favour o ant/ allotee. Only
hitch in this HA&KM‘: 2 to 5 who are
landowners, @/Wi ﬂ?ﬁ?ﬂﬁt no. 1 to execute
the conveyan e docu rmalities on the

basis of which collaboration agreement inter-se the builder

timeline for ta _1’!' :

and landowners have been made.) All the respondents are
willing to do the needful. There is no hitch 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
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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.

H. 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 tp Qollabnrauun agreement etc,

! J'!~.

2. Complaint stands dlspnsa qﬂh s
3. Filebe cnns:gned P”fﬁg‘sm’i v

X 2N

‘-u.l.

J{ , G O\ ?/
(Sanfir Kumar) ' /(V.K Goyal)
Member -1' ; | TN | = Member
ful i

Haryana Rea’hﬁ%&hRe‘gulﬁtnry Atithority, Gurugram
Dated: 14.09.2021 “xm e v/
~~E REUC

hssnar
Judgement uploak(m é?ﬂl EO » : - l:'f:

\h_.-# 'u..f‘l N
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