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2 GURUGRAM Complaint no. 329 of 2021
Shri Manish Kumar Advocate for the respondent no.1
Shri Venket Rao Advocate for the respondent no. 2

&4
Shri Nishant Jain Advocate for the respondent no. 5
ORDER
The present complaint dated 28.01.2021 has been filed by the

31 of the Real
short, the Act)
egulation and
r violation of
is inter alia
isible for all

ottee as per the

Project and unit related

The particulars uH A-:RE M nsideration, the
amount paid by @UWU@R A ‘ j handing over

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

following tabular form:

S.No.| Heads Information

1. | Project name and location Scottish Mall, Sector 49,
Gurugram, Haryana.

2. Project area 0.876 acres
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- HARERA !

® GURUGRAM Complaint rio., 329 of 2021
3. | Nature of the project Commercial cujm?lex
4. | Unitno, Space no.GF-7, ground floor
[Page 38 of complaint]
5. | Unit measuring 741 sq. ft. |
6. | Date of execution of buyer’s | 25t March 2005 |(page 37 of
agreement complaint)
7. | Payment plan Construction linked payment

Pt it
8. Collaboration agreement /55
9. | Total consideration  GyieralRE ,

10. | Total amounts

11. | Due date of dg
possession (aspenclayse
of the flat buyer's,agreeme
i.e,, 30 months fronithe.&
of this agregment)

12. | Possession gertilica

plaint]

Foe. ™ N N

13. Dccupatiun‘%ﬁ U

Facts of the complaint

)

R /i (page 59 of

That in the year 2006, the respondents advertis | their proposed
project called “Scottish Mall, in Sector 49, Gurugram, Haryana

showing that the construction and quality of the commercial
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HARERA |

- GURUGRAM Complaint nb 329 of 2021
|

complex and the infrastructure would be wurld'c ass. That the
respondent no 1 is the developer and responden 0.2 to 5 are
collaborators/promoter/landowner of the cummerc al complex.

That the complainant is owner/allottee is pnssessi the shop no.
GF-07 measuring 741 sq.ft. in Scottish Mall, Sectnr B & 49 Sohna
collaboration

Road, Gurugram. The respondent.no.1 entered in

,.--
—ﬂl—

agreement dated 27.07.200 L '__a_f jper with th espundent no.
2 to 5 with respect to the cQ
ony known as
gram tehsil &
te of Village
iet Gurugram on the
of collaboration
agreement dated 27.0 t no.2 to 5, the

respondent no. 1*| onstr : “ complex known as
“Scottish Mall” u

o e o IRUGRA

That during the course of construction of the said mall, the

oof 75 shops on

respondent no. 1 invited applications from various persons for
allotment of shop of various sizes in the aforesaid mall known as
“Seottish Mall”. In various advertisement a broacher, the

respondent no. 1, had shown a rosy picture ‘ entice innocent
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HARERA
- GURUGRAM Complaint no. 329 of 2021

|

persons to purchase the shops in the afuresaid; mall and the
officials of the respondent no.1 also stated that the ;;said building is
free from all defect and the purchasers would get ar title free from -
all defects free from all encumbrance and it would be very
beneficial in future. I
That initially the aforesaid shop was allotted to| Vijai Kumar

'T"i‘)
ﬁ: h- i"h"‘."'.'."

Sharma s/o R/P Sharma ﬁ,,,' M1 , 20d floor, [South City I,

and the compl
aforesaid shop 1@L4JR
buyer upon the original commercial premises b
dated 25.03.2005. The respondent no. 1
acknowledged and admitted the complainant N
buyer/allottee of the aforesaid shop. Navneet Jain HUF relinquish

his share in favour of complainant Ranjana Jain and it was

Page 5 of 31




HARERA |
® GURUGRAM Complaint n. 329 of 2021

confirmed by the respondent no 1. vide letter dated 25.08.2016
|

and complainant became sole owner of the afuresai;d shop.

That subsequently the possession of the aforesaid shop was

handed over to the complainant by the respondent no.1 and a
1

certificate cum-confirmation letter dated 29.12.21)10 was issued

|
by the respondent no.l in fayo of complainant. It was also

e ;
“respondent ‘nb.l that the

respondent no.1 has rece sd ‘total.dues in fi l‘setﬂement of

acknowledged by the“re
thereafter the ¢ aipan inr-actus
possession of ﬂAR heing
same, However, @UR&QJ@ '

along with respondent no. 2

al and vacant
allottee of the

ideration from
the complainant the respondent no 1
to 5 have been miserably failed to convey/transf or the legal title of
the aforesaid shop to the compiainant since lastj more than 5 years

without any rhyme or reason by executing and getting registered

conveyance deed in favour of complainant amﬂ in the absence of

| Page 6 of 31




10.

HARERA
2 GURUGRAM Complaint na. 329 of 2021
|

any legal title the complainant is facing a lot of La:dshlps. The
complainant has been approaching the respc ndent no.l,
continuously as they had been deprived of the 1e@l ownership of
the aforesaid shop in the absence of cunveyan#e deed of the
aforesaid shop in her favour by the respondent MT.

The respondents no. 2 to 5w ile entering into the collaboration

LT
agreement dated 27.07.2004 it it no. 1 have

categorically agreed to ¢ of attorney in
d shop in favour of
it come to the
p respondent no.
axecuted and got

registered the conve ancé Fdeedstof ¢ 1 | shops to the
respective allott

respondents in ¢ HA
complete the HE@UIB‘Q@R

favour of complainant and other remaining s

15, However, the
ame forward to
veyance deed in
yp owners with
That it is pertinent to mention here that the oct pation certificate
ish Mall was issued

in respect of the aforesaid building i.e. the Sco

by the statutory authorities vide memo | n1oO. 5081 dated
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12,

HARERA

- GURUGRAM Complaint no;. 329 of 2021

13.06.2008. However, the completion certificate

building has not yet been issued.

|
of the project

That the respondent no. 2 to 5, have duly a orised the

respondent no.1 to develop the aforesaid mall and to book, sale

the shops fell into the share of the respondent nu'1 are also duly

bound by the commercial premises buyer’s a
1,1-2'.1- fid . ¥

F. e -(';' l
ape.- i 1Ll
At
'\?' f}\\n{r}!.
] rﬁ\'..-if.?r
PR R
ity )

. ,;_1.._.
)

respondent no.1
deed of the aforésa
shop owners.

That in the absence of Ieg

ement dated

liability qf xecution and

tTe conveyance

ant and other

r-om all defects in

favour of complainant and other gemaining 54 p owners by the

respondent withotitany

other remaining @U:R :.‘ )3 .

mental agony and harassment as they have been
legal and valid title of their respective shops and t

to deal with their shops as absolute owners 0

payment of total sale consideration of their res&rective shops by
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13.

14.

HARERA
=4 GURUGRAM lTlnmplalnt ng:u. 329 of 2021
| |
| !

the complainant to the entire satisfaction of the respondent no.1,
more than 5 years back.
That in various meetings the respondent nc:u.l, gave false
assurances to the complainant and other shﬂ:wp owners for
completion of the legal formality of execution anc? registration of

the sale deeds/conveyance deeds, but the needful was never done

uests of the

f the sale
done and the
e complainant
ant no.2 to 5 are
in favour of
e conveyance
ant and other

deed of the aforgsaid shpp

remaining shops es could not be

ecuted and gee IR UG RA

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

complainant tried to contact the respondent no. to 5, but none of

them ever tried to resolve the issue and it eg'ms that all the

respondents have colluded with each other malafide and

dishonest intentions to harass, humiliate and torture the

Page 9 of 31




15.

16.

HARERA

= GURUGRAM

Complaint no.

329 of 2021

complainant and other innocent buyers physical,

causing monetary loss to them. [

That from the facts and circumstances stated ahu*_e
the inordinate and unnecessary delay caused by !
in collusion with each other it becomes cle

respondents after receiving the total sale consider

complainant and other remainin

their respective shops me dishonest

'i[nentally besides
}
|

and in view of

e respondents

r that all the

ation from the
ith respect to

and none of

ﬁ‘lﬂ!»\ &

'qfﬁr

?:f gj,l N

respondents have z

valid title of the afores
b

remaining shop gwne

cause wrongful l% )

the legal and

3 Int and other

lafide intentions to

p owners and

wrongful gain to tl

liable for prosecution™s
besides the liabil convey/trans
complainant andHAn ng :
damages suffera@ MH@RAM

unauthorised acts of all of you.

That the complainant along with owners of the

respondents

Penal laws

d also to pay
of illegal and

shops in the

aforesaid mall got served a legal notice dated 07.08.2020 upon the

respondents apprising them about all the facts

them to complete the execution and regiﬁtr

and requesting

ation of the
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17.

HARERA ?
4 GURUGRAM Complaint :pncr. 329 of 2021

conveyance deed in favour of complainant and i::d:has:r owners of
the shops, but despite receiving the legal notice none of them
replied to the said notice, nor came forward tje o the needful

except the respondent no. 5 who in its reply d'aTd 01.09.2020

stated that the respondent no.5 had executed and got registered

egistered the
f complainant

the Real Estate

present complai RE‘R&: the Act, the
builder{prumuteHA rute and get
registered the m@ugu MM favour of the

allottee within three months from the date nt‘ issuance of the

occupation certificate, which in the present case issued way

back in 2008 and the conveyance deed has not been executed and

got registered till date. Since the completion certificate has not yet

been issued, therefore the project would be cﬂrnsidered as an

Page 11 of 31




18.

19.

20,

HARERA

Complaint

= GURUGRAM

no. 329 of 2021

“ongoing project” as per section 3 of the Act and squarely falls

within the jurisdiction of the Ld. Authority.
Relief sought by the complainant |

The complainant has filed the present camplrant for seeking

fulluwing reliefs

n char

Act and to plead guilty or.ot &

Reply by the re

The respnndentHAB.ﬁ
contested the pre@ LGJIIRM @QM

i. At the outset, respondent no 5 denies

averment made contention raised, projection
given by the complainant in the complaint un

extent the same is contrary to and inconsis

execution and

shop No. GF-08
+48 & 49 Sohna

es to be borne

iplained to the

as alleged to
& 17(1) of the

tions and has

unds:

ach and every

sought to be

der reply to th

nt with the true

and complete facts of the case and the suhtTissions made in
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HARERA |
GURUGRAM Complaint no. 329 of 2021

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

there may be deemed to be admitted by res;lLundent no. 5 for

want of non-traverse, except and in so far as that which is
specifically admitted by it. That the replyil 0 the present

complaint is being filed through shri Rohir Harbola, an

authorized person of the resp ondent no. 5 company. Further,

pleas to the
ocuments, at a
as been filed

without any ¢aliSe’of actfon Hence thespresent complaint is

liable to be ,

The presenticomplaint is npt maiftaindblé and the hon'ble
regulatory authofity iz urisdigtion alfci(ver to decide
the present complaint/ Thegprjecti€., Scottish Mall, Sector

49, Gurugr ered under the Rules,
2017 nor i:HH: Mt registered with
the hun‘ble@WU@RAMhe definition of
“ongoing project” under Rule 2(0) of the said rules, any
project for which an application for occupation certificate,

part thereof or completion certificate or part-completion

certificate is made to the competent authority on or before

Page 13 of 31




iii.

iv.

HARERA

A GURUGRAM Cnmplajnl: ng. 329 of 2021

the publication of the said rules is outside; the purview of

rules, 2017. ;
|

It is also most respectfully submitted that the hon’ble

regulatory authority has no jurisdiction tfo entertain the

present complaint as the complainant has not come to the

hon’ble regulatory authority with clean llands and have
' . No cause of action has
accrued in favour o Mplai e the present

complaint beforé otie shion‘bley regulatory uthority. The

is liable to be

ty with clean

relief under

the Act 2016
The cnmplaHtA B:E 1g the present
complaint @MR uG(IR ts, admissinn;,

commissions, omissions, acquiescence and latches. The
complainant has moved the instant vexations complaint to
harass the respondent no. 5. The present complaint is not
maintainable in law or on facts. It is sulIitted that the

present complaint is not maintainable befare this hon'ble
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HARERA |

= GURUGRAM Cnmplainli ne. 329 of 2021
|

|
authority. It is evident from the entire sequence of events,

that no illegality can be attributed to the riaqpondent no. 5.

.|
The allegations levelled by the complainant qua the
respondent no. 5 are totally baseless and do not merit any

consideration by this hon’ble authority.

of'any provisions of the Act by

complicated
quire leading of
' proceedings

t cannot be

pndent no; 2;4 and 5
The present t eing filed on behalf of
the respondHAKE‘M
keeping the@ MRM@EQAM

intention of

subsequent
development pertaining to change in o ership, it is
submitted that presently Mr. Sunil Bedi, the respondent no. 2

has purchase the respective owner’s share of Mr. Lalit Gulati

and M/s Gupta Promoters Pvt. Ltd. in the owner's area

Page 15 of 31




ii.

iii.

iv.

HARERA

- GURUGRAM Cﬂmpialn% no. 329 of 2021

allocation by executing the sale deed in his Lmur before the
|

|
The owners seek to raise the following nhﬁcﬁnns, each of

sub-registrar, Gurgaon.

which have been taken in the alternative and its without
prejudice to the other. Nothing contained LnI e preliminary

objections and in the repl)

[, 0N merits be,*o may, unless
¥
st be deemed to be direct and

tacit admission of any_allégation. e complainant in

d instant complaint

frivolous and
rs and the
uthority with

clean hands. The ihstdntcomplgint [sfot maintainable in the
eyes nflawaHd 0 RﬂERA
limine. A

That the res@éMU@RAMmd promoter of

the commercial building "Scottish Mall" and [the owners are

dismissed in

only the landowners of the plot of land measuring 0.876 acres

wherein the project is developed.

owners i.e. Mr.

That a collaboration agreement dated 27.07.2004 was
entered between the developer and the IanJ

Page 16 of 31




Vil

Vviil,

HARERA |

2. GURUGRAM Complajné no. 329 of 2021

|
Sunil Bedi the owner of 39.89% of undivided share in land
admeasuring 0.876 acres, Mr. Ashok Logani owner of 22.78%
of undivided share in land admeasuring U.B'fﬁ acres, Mr. Lalit
Gulati owner of 22.78% of undhrided;| share in land
admeasuring 0.876 acres and M/s Gupta Promoters Pvt. Ltd.

owner of 14.55% of undi vided share in land admeasuring

"'.' ] - |
oseofidevelopment FTd construction

of a multi-storeyed commereial tomplex by the developer on

It is humbly sfil§ Hat the fespohdéntino. 1 had satisfied
themselves full ' owners on the
land being the'subject matter of the » eement|and also about

That according to“the /d6!labofation s greement, respondent

expenses an ent no. 2, 4 and
5 had no rul@ URM@&MM{ construction

process and is solely confined to providing the land to the

own cost and

respondent no.1.

Therefore, it is submitted that the owners does not fall within
the definition of a promoter, as defined in cla,u,;e 2(zk) of the

Real Estate (Regulation and Deve!apm@t,] Act, 2016

Page 17 of 31




ix.

HARERA

- GURUGRAM Complaint no. 329 of 2021

(hereinafter referred to as RERA Act, 2016) for the purpose
of this particular project. The owners have neither
constructed nor developed the said prnjer:ll and also is not

involved in marketing/promoting, sellind or any other

functioning/activity of the project in whatsoever way.

Further, in terms of Section 37 of the Act, the Id. authority is

S 5 o
bestowed with powe [0 Issde directions to promoter, real

estate agents and allot -3'?'“:':""{,:'; of discharging its

functions under,thg hiS.Aet, Rules, Regulations.

~ ——
"The Authority may, for the purpose of discharging its
functions under the provisions of this Act or rules or
regulations made thereunder, issue such directions from time
to time, to the promoters or allottees or real agents, as
the case may be, as it may consider n and such
directions shall be binding on all concerned”

Since, the owners are notpramotersfor the pu

oo S e
owners and GWQEN elief 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

the Id. authority beyond the intendment of thT Act. Moreover,

| Page 18 of 31




HARERA |
2. GURUGRAM Cumplalnii no. 329 of 2021

according to the rule of construction "Ejusdenl Generis", where

a law lists specific classes of persons or thing's and then refers
|

to them in general, the general statements o y apply to the

same kind of persons or things specifically listed. The Hon'ble

Supreme Court in M/s. Grasim Industries Llnﬂ d vs Collector

in section 37
but the persons

subject to the jurisdicti - §

Accordingly, iel A REM:&& not applicable
to the respun-@w?;j@w ﬁ_’ :' project.
It is humbly re d. authority that the owners

are not parties to the commercial premises buyer's agreement

entered between the respondent no.1 and the complainant.
Therefore, the complaint is liable to be dismissed at the

threshold qua the owners on the ground that the grievance

|
|
|
| Page 19 of 31
|




xii.

HARERA |

® GURUGRAM Complaint no. 329 of 2021

raised by the complainant falls within the dnr* n and ambit of

being "purely private contractual agreement between
complainant and respondent no. 1 andB[h rest of the
respondents are not parties to the said caiantract executed
between the respondent no. 1 and the cnmpl:{:ﬁnt

mercial relation

consideration
lzymplainant to
ent executed
oreover, the
unit in the said
pject does not belong

' has allotted the

units to the complainar

l'-i 18 |

.larly belong to
the respond perusal of the
documents, iHIAB: bstantiates the
fact that the @LARB plainant and the

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

against the respondent no.1. The owners havi

—

10 role to play
in what seems to be an issue between the respondent no.1 and

the complainant.

Page 20 of 31




xiii.

xiv.

= GURUGRAM

HARERA |

It is pertinent to mention herein that the

Cnmplaingj- np. 329 of 2021

e mplainant had

never approached the owners, nor were any assurances

|
provided by the owners to the complainant

booking of the commercial unit. Further,

relationship of the promoter and allottee het;;v

and the complainant w1thin th

|
meaning of the
|

complainant ng
has any agree

That in the CASE

Court has hel
a party who HAH‘EBA
prviy of cokizzel e brlvand Saaepag

below for easy of reference:

"7. Upon considering the facts and circums
present case, it is evident that there is

at the time of

there is no
n the owners
ct.

al relationship

ttled privately.

into it as the

the owners nor

Ashok Kumar
sudan Patel &
Hon'ble Apex

anted against

.he doctrine of

are reiterated

nces of the

no privity of

contract between the Appellants and Respondent Nos. 1.

Vice versa, the Appellants were not pa

Respondent Nos. 1 were not party to the 19
agreements, though whether or not they had k

agreement.
the 1987
nowledge of

Page 21 0f 31




Xvii.

= GURUGRAM

HARERA

Cumplaini no. 329 of 2021

the same is disputed. Hence Respondent Nos 1
specific performance of the 1986 agreemdp
matter, the 1987 agreements, against the App

That the owners are liable to be deleted

parties in the present complaint because there

contract between the complainant and

Furthermore, the owners

e completely Lr

cannot seek
or for that
llants......"

l m the array of

is no privity of
the owners.

laware of any

action of the

the complaint

nents have been

complainant H@sHo lécu t
against the uum M
ulterior mnﬁv@ugu@%Mﬁ

wners deserve to

has either been

Further, the

resent complaint

jsﬁled with an

into frivolous

litigation without any basis or cause of azj'm. That it is
I

abundantly clear that the complainant is me

y abusing the

process of law as the complaint is based on illusory cause of

action,

Page 22 of 31




xviii.

HARERA

= G‘URUGRAM Complaint np. 329 of 2021

.I
|
That the said buyer's agreement has been executed between

the complainant and the respondent n&. 1, Thus, the

obligations and liabilities arising from tT‘l said buyer's
agreement is attributable only to the signatories of the said

agreement. Nowhere it is stated that the o s are liable to

execute conveyance deeds with the allottees. In absence of
onias ,:gu., |

rderthe buyer's z:f ement on the
| dentno. 2,4 &5
ught by the

complainant

ment dated
ctive built-up
oreed in the said

collaboration RA ¥
enter into anm any prospective

buyer qua th@lp}& @@RA Mwnl‘me booking/

area allocation in th

sale amount thereof.

That in term of clause 24 of the collaboration agreement dated

respective area allocation on tentative

27.07.2004 the respondents were to earmark/ allocate the
ilding plans,

however, after completion of the said cummerd|i complex, the

Page 23 of 31




Xxi.

xXxii.

HARERA

4 GURUGRAM Complalrr# no.

329 of 2021

T
|

respondent no.1 without keeping the rest ui" the respondents

informed sold maximum area out of its allocation to various

buyers and has also executed commercial pre
i

mises buyer's

agreement in their respective names thereof. The factum of

this commercial premises buyer's agreement

no.l. and so,

.....

suppressed by the responde

occasion, resH nd
owners to

i as deliberately

e rest of the

'the transactions

has neither

& list of buyers to
n terms of the

lecessary POA,

n a previous

requested the

only 11 units for
|
oot KR lHRAN e sy
and the said request was immediately act upon by the

owners and a POA was executed in favour of |
Thereafter, neither the respondent no.1 has ap
the complainant/ buyer has approached the o

out any grievance whatsoever.

spondent no.1.

proached, nor

wners voicing

Page 24 of 31




xxiii,

XXiv.

= GURUGRAM

HARFRA |

Complaint no. 329 of 2021
E

It is submitted at the cost of repetition that d11|a owners have no

intention of delaying the execution of sale/cunveyance deed to

the extent of their share in the said land by issuing power of

attorney in favour of respondent no.1 provide

agreements along with all the details is m

them.

qua the o

specifically ad

G'RUGRAM

under.

that list of such

r_dle available to

mplainant has

s or the ones

‘the complainant

aseless, false,

neous and

mstances of the

nies each and

at have been

be found herein

It is submitted that the owners were always nTan:ly and willing

to perform their part of the contractual obli

ation with the

respondent no. I and have never refused to sign any POA or

allocate any share in terms of clause 24 of

he collaboration

agreement signed between the respondent no. 1 and the

Page 25 of 31




XXvii.

HARERA |

4 GURUGRAM Complalnﬂl no. 329 of 2021

owners. It is submitted that a remedy Iif any that the

complainant has, isa against the developer i.e.; respondent no.1
and not against the owners. Neither thi developer i.e.
respondent no.l1 has approached the n!w ers for any
compliance in terms of the collaboration agrle%ment nor has
e owners p' rtaining to any

3_5__..-- fthe cnnv;ejance deed.

the complainant apprnach o

grievances related to th '-.r:~ {

hoint thay in the pr

R, co "p ainant against

Further, it is perti ent complaint,
no relief has beeg
complaint are
lone.

no.1 has never

ing forward

greement, the
| -

owners unde m aﬁreements and
assurances “m be extended
to the respnn@ Lg' &%RAM& arcated share

in respect of the property or purchase of 'the property

the compliances

allocable to the owners.

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

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

Page Zﬁ.nf31




20.

21.

HARERA |

® GURUGRAM |

Com plalan no.

329 of 2021

complaint can be decided on the basis of t?ese undisputed

documents. '

!
Jurisdiction of the authority

The preliminary objections raised by the respondent regarding

jurisdiction of the authority to entertain the p:lesent complaint

stands rejected. The authority ok

I
well as subject matter jurisdie

complaint for the reasons given below

—

Gurugram. In the presénf'

within the plan

presemmplamGURUGRAM

E.Il Subject-matter jurisdiction

The authority has complete jurisdiction to decid

ate

erved that it haL territorial as

the present

2.2017 issued

Haryana the

ity, Gurugram shall

ces situated in

lon is situated

therefore this

deal with the

the complaint

regarding non-compliance of obligations by the promoter as per

the provisions of section 11(4)f) & 17(1) of the

Act of 2016
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= GURUGRAM

HARERA B

ﬁﬂmplalrri Pﬁu. 329 of 2021

leaving aside compensation which is to be

ided by the

adjudicating officer if pursued by the complainant at a later stage.
F. Findings on the relief sought by the complainan

|
22. Relief sought by the complainant: The complainant has sought

following relief:

i.

Direct the respondents to complete the

xecution and

2.
Hioal Scotﬁshi? l, sector 48-49

execution of cony

tion charges to be

seeking relief for

short, agreement)

provides for handing, Bver of posséssfon/and lis reproduced
below:
T ITARERA
Clause 34.:

e Ther

from

premises to the allottee (and subject to the
consideration money and registration ch

execution and registration of sale deed in fav

sanctions
the said
ole of the
es for
ur of the

allottee, and other dues, if any, having been received)

the developers shall complete the sale and

manner as may be permissible, at the
Allottee and on the terms and conditio

Conveyance of the said premises to the A;::;%e in such
a

q'ecr the

of the
of this

Agreement except those omitted by the Devélopers as
unnecessary and the terms and conditions, |if any,
imposed by the authorities in this behalf, in accordance
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HARERA

2, GURUGRAM Complaint rio. 329 of 2021

with the provisions of Hrrryana Ownership ﬂp:;. 1983 and

other applicable laws.”

The authority has gone through the convey

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,

documentation as prescribed by the promoters.
p .ﬁ?ﬁitﬁ '.1’ =,
¥ .."\u 1. Jf.rfr,'

In the present complaint, th

execution of conveyance deedSec:

under.

association of the alloctees or the competen
as the case may be, under this section shall

pr

mnveyance deed in favour of the allottee

e clause of the

rmalities and

fainant is seeking relief of

§ the case

out by the promoter within three months from date of

issue of occupancy certificate.

wiso reads as
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26.
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|

|

BBA has been signed inter se between the huyeré nd the builder

on 25.03.2005. There is no point of controversy w.r.t. any issue
involved in the matter, for example, payment and timeline for
taking over/handing over of possession. Only ﬂn nt at issue is
getting done the conveyance deed by the respondent no. 1 in

favour of the complainant/ allgtee i is context is

that the respondent no. 2 ton ﬁur e +, they may give
GPA to respondent no. 1 e the deed (all the
documents / formalifies * orithe basis¢ of collaboration

e been made.)

re is no hitch

this context.

more month is o0 the 0
conveyance deem REBAA
compliance repmcr:nu F%J{J @%Mﬁm

Directions of the authority

Hence, the authority hereby passes this order and issues the

following directions under section 37 of the Act to ensure
compliance of obligations cast upon the promoter as per the

function entrusted to the autherity under section 34(f):
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no. 329 of 2021

i. The respondents are directed to execute the cokv

allotted unit within two months after cumpletmg n

eyance deed of the

cessary formalities as
to collaboration agreement etc.

|
27. Complaint stands disposed of. |
28. File be consigned to registry. i

(Saulir Kumar) (Vijay Ku Goyal)
Member Membe

Haryana Real Estate Reg ority, Gurugram

Dated: 14.09.2021

Judgement uploaded on 22.

HARERA
GURUGRAM

Page 31 of 31



DELL
Typewritten Text
Judgement uploaded on 22.11.2021.




