=2 GURUGRAM Complaint No. 3078 of 2021
BEFORE THE HARYANA REAL ESTATE REGULATORY
AUTHORITY, GURUGRAM

Complaint no. : 3078 0of 2021

Date of filing complaint: 12.08.2021

Firstdate of hearing 06.10.2021

Date of decision : 06.10.2021
1. | Hema V Shankaran s |

R/0: - Flat no. 217, Mar§ M
Layout, Hosakerahalli, D
stage, Begaluru-560085 b’

ptgiri Complainant

e

2. | Harpreet Si _,
Regd. Office at;- %25 auﬁoﬁ'p&atwe,@% . Respondents
Industrial Esmfe, athur :Rod ew Qeihiw.

110044 \B\CH 0 0 0 0§ V2

Member
Boyald A . Member

APPEARANCE: F-"W-i g;}§ -g CMMIYANA
Sh. Vikas Yadav (AdVOcate) NNV Complainant
Ms. Tanya Swarup (Advocate) Respondents

ORDER

1. The present complaint has been filed by the

complainant/allottee under section 31 of the Real Estate
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(Regulation and Development) Act, 2016 (in short, the Act)
read with rule 28 of the Haryana Real Estate (Regulation and
Development) Rules, 2017 (in short, the Rules) for violation
of section 11(4)(a) of the Act wherein it is inter alia
prescribed that the promoter shall be responsible for all

obligations, responsibilities and functions under the

T

provision of the Act or.
\&{\

Eﬁand regulations made there
under or to the allo

* the agreement for sale

executed inter se -,
A :".- ."? 1" § "

Unit and proje: - det wy
i ;ﬁ?
The part1cular$ funit de1
paid bY the @%Elamanﬁ da‘:"’e o ﬁrop sed élandmg over the

k&&

::Ef:;:_ P s:-

following tabular.form: = | | 7 O/
’ ul\ ;f-?».. j?‘. “‘* %@f
S. No. g, | Information
: “Mindspace”, Sector-62,
+ | Gurugram
2. Proje 8.35625 acre
3. e of St ™. IT park colony
4. DTCPfliCe S “validity | 86 of 2010 dated
status, ﬁ ml W a‘l _23.1@).2010 valid till
22.10.2020
5 Name of the license holder M/s Bakir Real Estate Pvt,
Ltd. And Ors.
6. Name of the collaborator DLF New Gurgaon Offices
Developers Pvt. Ltd.
7 RERA registered/ not registered | Registered
Registered vide 240 of
2017 dated 25.09.2017
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RERA registration valid up to 31.12.2020
9. Date of approval of building plan | 04.12.2015

(annexure- R4 on page
no. 28 of the reply)

10. Unit no. 072, 6t floor, tower- A
(annexure- P/A on page
no. 18 of the complaint)

305.89 sq. ft.
(annexure- P/A on page
no. 21 of the complaint)
12.08.2016

[annexure P/A on page
no. 16 of the complaint)

11, Unit area

12.

13, )% payment plan

%r}!h' Xure- P/A on page
no0. 44 of the complaint)

14. 2,21,679/-

D ¥ ¥no. 25 of the reply)
" | Rs.22,27,148/-

(a _‘___ exure- R3 on page

15.

16. Posses a Z.hat the allottee shall

agree , D J( m_‘“ r‘? i\ be handed over
7 I /1 5./} possession of the unit

from the company only
after the allottee has fully
discharged all his
obligations and entire
total price (including
interest due, if any,
thereon) against the unit
has been paid and all
other applicable
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‘| workmanship.

charges/dues/taxes of
the allottee have been
paid and conveyance
deed has been executed
and registered in his
favour. The company
shall hand over
possession of the unit to
the allottee provided the
allottee is not in default of
any of the terms and
conditions of this
agreement and has
complied with all
provisions, formalities,
documentation, etc. as

red in the notice for
king possession of the

possession of the unit, it
shall be deemed that the

onstruction or quality of

17.

g
Due date of d¢ livery

possession

04.12.2017

(Calculated from the date
of approval of building
plan as per the similarly
situated complaint i.e.,
377 of 2021)

18.

Occupation Certificate

28.11.2019

[for tower- A (ground
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floor to 19th ﬂobr)]

19.

Offer of possession

23.08.2019
(annexure- R5 on page
no. 49 of the reply)

Not a valid/ lawful offer
of possession

20.

Delay in handing over of
possession till OC of the subject
unit plus two mor;ths’ig,., O

28.01.2020 »@33 SR

2 years, 1 month and 24
days.

B. Facts of the compl@iﬁ“f z BRET T
oo ,

3. That that the refgandeﬁt

2

e

l“gpe%\es& haying

spac,g' on&the 6th gf*loor in tower A,

1 3’ .

the co?nplam% and The respondent no.2

admeasurmgm&]EBé <sg f&awfn project hamed “Imperia

Mindspace”, situated in sector-62, Gurugram for a total price

of Rs. 22,41,138/- inclusive of applicable taxes.

4. That the complainant had paid the total sale price to the

respondent no. 1 in respect of the subject unit.
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That all the negotiations before the booking of the apartment'
and at the time of making payment to the respondent no. 1 in
the form of NEFT and cheques, the complainant was lured by
respondent no. 1 and 2 to invest in the project on the pretext
that delivery of the virtual office space will be done within 30
days after approval of btu@g,plans of the said project from

competent authority. H& e occupation certificate in

respect of the proj__ ,p; re%elved on 28.11.2019. The

N
letter of offer* f )

(&) " ff
document aﬁg is of no” conseq’éuenc‘%

“.

gjas the occupation

0
occupation cy n ¢ Eevegtated facts, it is clear that
' 4504 2

actual dehvery* Df pgﬁst lf]{l ~of umt to, the complainant has

not been made ahd a§ per fﬁi proanons of BBA and the
complainant is entitled for delayed possession charges with
effect from 29.12.2019 till the actual delivery of possession of

unit. It is pertinent to mention here that no charges for
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delayed possession have been giVen to complainant by the
respondents till date.

That the complainant repeatedly followed up with the
officials of the respondent no. 1 for payment of charges to the
complainant for delayed possession, but the respondents

avoided the matter on ogeiﬁetex,t or the other.

o

That as per sect10n18(1, L Lct of 2016, the respondents

and under the satt;ie

interest on aétﬁuﬁt of dela
bt f

n
I I

in "handlﬁg over the possession

.&3’

; Tt

Relief sough\né fhe Jéo pl inant. ;

N\ § A ”'“
(i) Direct the ‘?'esé;nééepfsl t0 pay the charges to the
yed possessmn from

Cmﬁ’ﬁ%w%nﬁi E‘Z@f .

. ™

pOS".,S._‘eggib_l} f;gglj_e‘ji:omplalﬁant

The complaina

e of handing over of

(ii) Direct the respondents to deliver the actual physical

possession of the unit to the complainant.

Reply by the respondents.

The respondent is a company duly registered under the

provisions of the Companies Act, 1956 and Mr. Varun Kumar
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is authorized representative of the resbondent éompany, to
sign, verify and file this reply before this authority.

That the complainant has filed the
complaint before this authority thereby misleading certain
facts and manipulated them according to the suitability of
their whims and fanc1eswghg lporrect facts were not placed

Y;‘-“
_ “‘?’t has become the dire need

.!‘

before this authorlty the

the deception a;

e : 2\
hereby see fhé g{;mlsﬁal of the pre%e%g complamt on the
e 8 | B
ground of misle \ torteq“ fﬁ%rmatlon placed
il | f; e ;f
before this aliEE y Q=

Mind space”}%Jocat%e% at ,sectm: -62, gGolf Course Road,

ywwm

Gurgaon, Harj’rana, ana therﬁby‘sllg;nea an “application cum
registration form” and opted for the “flexi payment plan.”

That the complainant after going through all the requisite
documents approvals and sanctions executed the ABA dated

12.08.2016 for a total sale consideration of Rs.22,21,679/-
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against which the complainant has paid entire amount along
with interest totalling to Rs.22,27,148/-.

13. That, it is germane to mention herein that the State
Government had acquired the huge land which comprises the
said project land from farmers and transferred such land to

the respondent company/ for, development in accordance

.‘,' i' l

ﬁecessary"san%ﬁons/ﬁpgrovals/ clearances

Ei;l

from differ Fmsté?te/(fengtr\lagéncles/guthontles That, it is

necessary to a th%t the rgsﬁonjent company received

14. That, subseqﬁ”e tly A i‘@gce ; "e bﬁ‘ll in filans as mentioned
WV £l

Q@xg,w

herein above the, -wrsondent«@ company started the

constructxon ln ﬁlll swing and also allotted the unit to the
concerned allottee. That, the respondent company also
allotted the unit in the present case to the complainant vide
letter dated 24.03.2017, and the same is communicated to

the complainant along with the demand raised of
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m

i5.

16.

Rs.7,86,351/- and the same has been offered for possession
for fit out on 23.08.2019. However till today the complainant
has not paid the said demand. It is pertinent to mention here
that answering respondents received the occupancy
certificate for the project on 02.06.2020 and has offered the

permlssmn of the commercial unit.
GRS
That, it is necessary to bring in notice before this authority
SR
that the internal record clearly exhibits that it is the
AV LB RS 2\
*the Present scenario That,

W 2

it is, worthwhlle to conclude that the respondent company

| a~ IS th
cannot be termed as vs;tllful defaulter by any stretch of
LA 00
imagination and therefore, the respondent company
\aNl 10 VoS

earnestly requests thlsvauthorlty to apprecxate all the factual
£J’ - ' g m%%%& "
matrix and circumstances as.detailed hereinabove to reach a

- e o . VM W

logical conclusmn to serve the ends of justice. The
R AL I WS Ve

respondents had already obtamed}the occupatlon certificate
% s 3 | . _: 4 ] (_ 5 -"i ‘{'. '-_‘. |

for this very project, Mmdspace;

That, in the present complaint, the complainant has
suppressed material facts as mentioned hereinabove and the
same have now been brought to the knowledge of this

authority by the respondent company through this reply, and
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the complainant has thereby tried to mislead this authority.
The present complaint has merely been filed with a view to
harass the respondent company and therefore complaint of
the complainant deserves to be dismissed with exemplary
costs imposed on the complainant for abusing the process of

law as well as the processé@“fhls authorlty It is strenuously

a-g?é‘ed %

d"j .

]

-ald detglld reply, it is crystal

-t] {ere_ t-of j jl‘lSt]C8§

rejected/ dis;zfmsse'd in-thei

The responcj\é;ﬁ"f pr‘va’ cﬁ%es‘léaé&e Of this authority to
add, amend or alter this reply, if found necessary, at any
stage of the proceedings. The respondent company shall
submit any documents or details or above referred

judgments as may be required by this authority. The
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20.
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respondent company also craves leave of this authority to
make further submissions.at the appropriate stage, if so
advised.

Copies of all the relevant do have been filed and placed on
the record. Their authenticity is not in dispute. Hence, the

complaint can be dec1d{ed£9§\fhe basis of these undisputed
,-w_.)‘ M Oy

jurisdiction ogg ﬁgﬁw‘nﬁy " C

As per notxflcatlon_@o __ /@2/2@‘1‘7-1‘I‘CP dated 14.12.2017

S s—

ing Department Haryana

Har al IS Keéulatory Authority,
Gurugram sheﬂ]_{‘ble ??tir}e (ﬂﬁ:ﬁg dlsEnct'- for all purposes.
In the present case, the prOJect in questlon is situated within
the planning area of Gurugram district. Therefore, this
authority has complete territorial jurisdiction to deal with
the present complaint.

E.Il Subject-matter jurisdiction
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Section 11(4)(a) of the Act, 2016 provides that the promoter
shall be responsible to the allottees as per agreement for

sale. Section 11(4)(a) is reproduced as hereunder:

Section 11(4)(a)

Be responsible for all obligations, responsibilities and
functions under the provisions of this Act or the rules
and regulations made thereunder or to the allottees
as per the agreementfg?- ale, or to the association of
allottees, as the case é ; tr'fl the conveyance of all
the apartments, pfoﬁs ‘f ings, as the case may
be, to the a!!otteeg ort hé" ommon areas to the
association of allotfees ﬁJr" t.‘he cbmgerent authority, as
the case maylbg, s ':i A B «s«gg’%g A

The pmws:mf Qf ﬁﬂssé;f,gg) ret 3@}6; af the builder
buyer’s/ a,greément\_ per *’?‘Iause J 5 of the BBA
,ﬁfccordmgb/, the. prgmote& fs’@responsrble
ns[Pthties and ﬁncnons
'ng ‘pa menr oasg;jred retums as p@wded in
Bu:lderﬁxfyers Agreeme 'i | § &/

_:J?.

i 34‘F Qﬂmons of t

34(f) of the Aq_t'-ﬁi*gvé
obligations cast “upoi O
and the en ;,rund gh:s Act and the

rules a' gulc : .,a'-ei .., er§ b
So, in view of the pr0v1510ns of the Act quoted above, the

M I

authority has complete ]urlsdlctlon to decide the complaint

:5

regarding non-compliance of obligations by the promoters
leaving aside compensation which is to be decided by the
adjudicating officer if pursued by the complainant at a later
stage.

Findings on the relief sought by the complainant.
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F.I Delay possession charges.

Relief sought by the complainant: Direct the respondents
to pay the charges to the complainant for delayed possession
from 29.12.2019 till the actual date of handing over of
possession to the complainant.

21. In the present complaint, the complainant intends to

MN"’

GG g .
df e seeking delay possession
Tl

AR
.. .§b

continue with the proje

D owso to section 18(1) of the

Act. Sec. 18(1) pre”fk;gt:)“""r_eéésf as undgr g

wﬁ"ﬁ

&QM

‘n fdm?iunt amf ﬁbmpensatzon

a4

romoter fails, toi?:omp.'et é’i:,-.}i.s;unable to
give pgsﬁ?s nofsﬁn partment, plot, building, —
"""""" '?'."\ i ':!* §» ;&.—
i )

AR N
Provided“ghgﬁ.%:{vherq an : @daes ?10t intend to
withdraws, om_the pro e alf%be paid, by the

promoter, inte “'_ af delay, till the
handing over of: ich rate as may be
prescn'bed. g

22. Clause 12 of

silent w.r.t the §t1_pulat§d tl}ry‘e of ’fiehvery of possession of the

‘%_swﬁ

subject unit and the same is reproduced below

That the Allottee shall be handed over possession of
the Unit from the Company only after the Allottee
has fully discharged all his obligations and entire
Total Price (including interest due, if any, thereon)
against the Unit has been paid and all other
applicable charges/dues/taxes of the Allottee have
been paid and Conveyance Deed has been executed
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and registered in his favour. The Company shall
hand over possession of the Unit to the Allottee
provided the Allottee is not in default of any of the
terms and conditions of this Agreement and has
complied with all provisions, formalities,
documentation, etc. as may be prescribed by the
Company in this regard. The Allottee shall be liable
to pay the Maintenance Charges from the date
referred in the notice for taking possession of the
Unit. After taking the possession of the Unit, it shall
be deemed that the Allottee has satisfied himself
with regard to the construction or quality of
workmanship. gl

pivotal legal document which

iy

R
candidly. U 1’9«?buyers agree;né}‘ltgays own the terms that

L1 g
pf% diffe}zenf kind § .of properties like
t{; b ¢

ea.w«o&

s A

residentials, cQ\fnm erci
It is in the 1nte1§9t ;

agreement

z A Y
the builder o) ﬁn@te event of a dispute

ﬁqgltp {n:the simple and
unambiguous language hich may be ﬁnderstood by a
common man with an ordinary educational background. It
should contain a provision with regard to stipulated time of

delivery of possession of the apartment, plot or building, as
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the case may be and the right of the bﬁyers/allottees in case
of delay in possession of the unit.

The authority has gone through the possession clause of the
agreement and observed that the said clause is silent w.r.t
the stipulated time of delivery of the possession. The drafting

of this clause and mco;gpd‘%ﬁpr} of such conditions are not

a_ga nst \the allottee that nothing w.r.t
timeline of delibe@@% *l]ﬁ&iﬁ%en mentioned. The

\.._ln

v1ew7th§it? 1t‘ is a wi‘orifg‘trend followed by

EGVY
~of such clause in the unit
' motegs gs just to evade the
A RS 4 B

liability towards tu}n {j eiry of subject unit and to
fé g 'T"{'- 3 %
deprive the a‘lﬁo ée of his 'rlght accrumg after delay in

possession. This is just to comment as to how the builder has
misused his dominant position and drafted such mischievous
clause in the agreement and the allottee is left with no option

but to sign on the dotted lines.
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25. The respondent promoters have not mentioned 'anything
w.r.t the timeline of handing over of possession in the above-
mentioned clause. The said clause is silent in this respect
hence it is vague in this regard.

26. Admissibility of delay possession charges at prescribed

Yy

rate of interest: The /co plamant is seeking delay

possession charges, psts 4 sectlon 18 provides that

SN
where an allottee,‘,dues n&t‘%@nt to withdraw from the
. v”&” -.."

i L
project, he shaJI b paiﬁ% fythe ﬁ%moters, interest for every

month of de

rate as may%be prescnb@d agd it has been prescribed under

rule 15 of thém‘ileg. }Qule g 5 ilas beé% rég,roduced as under:
1’

Rule 15. Wmcribeﬁ. rate g@interest- [Prowso to
section 12, secﬁg 18 %nd .glfb-séctmn (4) and
subsection (7) &Fﬂse@l n19].

(1) or. the urpos 0{ proviso to_section 12;
section 84Lazg ﬁb Sec onk(ef) ( 7) of section 19,
the “in ré.sEt fg‘e ate prescribed” shall be the State

Bank o fJnd:a héglle,st maxgmal cost of lending rate
+2%.: |

Prowded that fn case “the State Bank of India

marginal cost of lending rate (MCLR) is not in use, it

shall be replaced by such benchmark lending rates

which the State Bank of India may fix from time to

time for lending to the general public.

27. The legislature in its wisdom in the subordinate legislation
under the provision of rule 15 of the rules, has determined

the prescribed rate of interest. The rate of interest so

Page 17 of 25



whaml

28.

29

HARERA

2 GURUGRAM Complaint No. 3078 of 2021

determined by the legislature, is reasonable and if the said
rule is followed to award the interest, it will ensure uniform
practice in all the cases.

Consequently, as per website of the State Bank of India i.e,

https://sbi.co.in, the marginal cost of lending rate (in short,

MCLR) as on date i.e., Q6 1 024 is 7.30% p.a. Accordingly,

st'as ﬁgﬁned under section

rovides fthat the rategoflﬁterest chargeable

2 |
n o% T in cgse'of default, shall be
E | ‘? . 5

Wthh the promoter shall be

liable to pay th%f; -% QLCase of default The relevant
W Y 4
section is reproduced*"be%o&iﬂ ot

Qs ‘gi'erfsﬁ payable by the

e case

Explanation..- —g pse,pfth is clause—

(i) thg rateo at:e est phargeab?e fr m the allottee by the
promoter;’in case- of "Heﬁmh; 'shaﬁ be'‘equal to the rate
of interest which the promoter shall be liable to pay
the allottee, in case of default;

(ii)  the interest payable by the promoter to the allottee
shall be from the date the promoter received the
amount or any part thereof till the date the amount or
part thereof and interest thereon is refunded, and the
interest payable by the allottee to the promoter shall
be from the date the allottee defaults in payment to
the promoter till the date it is paid;”
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ww!

30.

3

Therefore, interest on the delay payments from the
complainant shall be charged at the prescribed rate i.e.,
9.30% p.a. by the respondents/promoters which is the same

as is being granted to the complainant in case of delay

possession charges.

m | :
continues t111 ".;El %lld oil:fe 1s’=_made and allottee remains

W
entitled to receiy jni‘:hrks}dé mth‘e Qelgy caused in handing

1 ed at the conclusion that

%’i% "

c0n51deratlor:h‘ !' fhe‘ n%atz;

a valid offer of p0§5e§smn. r(gﬂsthave follqwmg components:

«-»J

S R w? S 1 %S ALY
i. Possessnon must be offered after obtaining

occupation certificate- The subject unit after its
completion should have received occupation certificate
from the concerned department certifying that all the
basic infrastructural facilities have been laid and are

operational. Such infrastructural facilities include water
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ii.

supply, sewerage system, storm water drainage,

electricity supply, roads and street lighting.

The subject unit should be in habitable condition-
The test of habitability is that the allottee should be able
to live in the subject unit within 30 days of the offer of

possession after carrylng out basic cleaning works and

e §

\n

from the relevant authorities.

2 it

gli'kcfaglreS(:rlpéﬁ' formalities. The

';0 theﬂpflew thi\iit minor defects like

mor cracks in some of the

aﬁerwor"‘ cﬁlppmg paint at some

B’t drawers of kitchen or

rectified later at lo ers. The allottee

- the
should Qgg;“éé;g]p%sle

minor defects under protest. This authority will award

é

artment with such

suitable relief or compensation for rectification of minor

defects after taking over of possession under protest.

However, if the subject unit is not at all habitable

because the plastering work is yet to be done, flooring
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works is yet to be done, common services like lift etc.
are non-operational, infrastructural facilities are non-
operational, then the subject unit shall be deemed as
uninhabitable and offer of possession of an
uninhabitable unit will not be considered a legally valid

offer of possession.

Possession should: not: be accompanied by

unreasonable ad emands- In several cases,

additional de@éndsgﬁﬁeg madéand sent along with the

LR wi 'V R
offer of pofspegsion%fﬁﬂugﬁ ‘hdﬁitlonal demands could be of
i ‘*.- ! & i , A

% i

eavy bUrden upon the

pa‘ied, @,w1th unreasonable
demand é the s ope of pro‘v151ons of agreement

should be™ ﬁ%mﬁd 4

-&irtyahd offer of possession.
Unreasonable d@manés ltseﬁ' would make an offer

th € e? qf‘ e w Th&authorlty is of the
t ac ﬂltlongi demands are made by the
developef the al?&ttéé

protest or decline to take possession raising objection

@tcept possessxon under

against unjustified demands.

32. In light of the above-mentioned reasoning, the offer of

possession dated 23.08.2019 made by the promoters in the

present matter is not a valid/ lawful offer of possession as
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the same has been made before obtaining OC from the
competent authority which is a necessary pre-requisite. The
OC for the subject unit has been obtained by the respondent
promoters on 28.11.2019.

On consideration of the circumstances, the evidence and
other record and submlﬁgoj;sxmade by the parties, the

........

_ the respondents are in

.'.'1..
A ]‘

authority is satisfied th

contravention of th

handing over po :
.f 5 _.F-:"
reement is silent wzrt the stipulated time

the unit buyei
sessﬁlﬁ Sdg.thfé alsthorlty is of the view that

--cnl.’.nﬂ*

S a
-
of delivery dig é | ﬁ

due date of possé%si’@n ..
AN\

LA
matter as per the' tgg?

1 ld’gb aj%tﬂated in the present
qsiqssi_on being promised in

the 51mllarly sntuated"'tem ’I'he date of approval of the

_ ﬁre]e ) fs 04 ’12 2015. By virtue
' N .-i% i
of MOU executed f)etwe%%&thTEames on 02 11.2011 in

complaint no. “3’77 of 2%%1 the possession of the booked unit
was to be delivered within a period of two years after
approval of building plans of the said project from the

competent authority which comes out to be 04.12.2017. On
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35,
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same analogy, the due date of possession in the present
matter is also taken as 04.12.2017.

Section 19(10) of the Act obligates the allottee to take
possession of the subject unit within 2 months from the date
of receipt of occupation certificate. These 2 months’ of

reasonable time is being giver
w&

to the complainant keeping in

.-fég u)

/ %ﬁ Tl

over at the
condition. It% .

VAN'ER
charges shall be«»ga a'b‘le rom

»ﬂfﬁ?r

04.12.2017 till the .._.

..........

u“ﬂ %

" " 2
:I'I.'. m-‘ssf::? .
Act. Yol EW’

Accordingly, non-compliance of the mandate contained in
section 11(4) (a) read with proviso to section 18(1) of the
Act on the part of the respondents is established. As such

complainant is entitled to delayed possession charges at the
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36.

prescribed rate of interest i.e.,, 9.30% p.a. for every month of
delay on the amount paid by the complainant to the
respondents from the due date of possession i.e.,, 04.12.2017
till the date of obtaining occupation certificate from the

competent authority (28.11.2019) plus two months i.e,

Directions of thégs%l% 0 ty" ' L wg
Hence, the authorfty hgéb D 's“d

L sses ;his order and issues the
H:-—ﬂzﬁ Y e \

following dir egi?{lns under Secﬁon 37 of the Act to ensure

l_- th@p‘i‘”omoters as per the

g-m% j

i
‘autl o.-tyl n(fer sectlon 34(f):

d“ij;eqleed t’o pay interest at the
R %"ﬁ"’ for every month of delay
sessiof i.6,04.12.2017 till the
date of qbta;g“l}g oqcup tlon certlﬁcate from the
competent autffohl:y plus two months i. e, 28.01.2020
as per section 19 (10) of the Act.

II. The arrears of such interest accrued from 04.12.2017
till 28.01.2020 shall be paid by the promoters to the
allottee within a period of 90 days from date of this

order.
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IV.
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The complainant is directed to pay outstanding dues,
if any, after adjustment of interest for the delayed
period.

The rate of interest chargeable from the allottee by
the promoters, in case of default shall be charged at
the prescribed rate ie, 930% by the
f,}g\_;hich is the same rate of

X

'“Lérs shall be liable to pay the

respondents/prol
interest which the

, m:m

“ ) /\ Member
sy ._\\ ‘g‘ﬁ 1’1 ’ \“T;I. !

Haryana Real Estate Regulatory Authority, Gurugram

Dated: 06.10.2021

JUDGEMENT UPLOADED ON 26.12.2021
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