HARERA

2 GURUGRAM Complaint/No.2424 of 2021
BEFORE THE HARYANA REAL ESTATE REGULATORY
AUTHORITY, GURUGRAM

Complaint no. : 2424 0f2021
First date of hearing: 04.08.2021
Date of decision 13.10.2021
Abhishek Kukreja
Address:- H.No. 656, Sector-31, Gurugram-
122001 Complainant
Respondent
Chairman
Member
Member

or the complainant

Ms. Neelam Gupta Advecate for the respondent

been filed by the

1. The present &Aﬂ & Q‘%ﬁ

cumplainant@ ‘ ‘dj@cﬁéiﬁ%\\ | the Real Estate
A

(Regulation and Development) Act, 2016 (in short, the Act)

read with rule 28 of the Haryana Real Estate (Regulation and

Development) Rules, Z017 (in short, the Rules) for violation of

section 11(4)(a) of the Act wherein it is int
that the promoter shall be responsible fo

responsibilities and functions under the prov

er alia prescribed
r all obligations,

ision of the Act or
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the rules and regulations made there under or to the allottees

as per the agreement for sale executed inter

Unit and project related details

e them.

The particulars of the project, the details of sale consideration,

the amount paid by the complainant, date of

oposed handing

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

the following tabular form:__

S.No. | Heads Information
[ Project name an The Plaza at 106, Sector-
’ 106, Gurgaon
2. Project My 25|acres
3, Natu project . . \ercial colony
4 DTCP se no,.an ity 2012 dated
statu ﬁ 12012 valid upto
2022
-3 Name of lic ic Eye Developers
6. RERA Re t regi 0\’ gistered No. 72 of 2017
<] dated 21.08.2017 valid
7E REC upto 31.12.2021
F Allo tt 245122012
A R E 31 of the complaint)
8. Unit n m 14th floor,
GURUGRA®M
9. Unit measuring 700 sq. ft.
10. [Date of execution of buyer's | 14.05.2013
agreement (Page 33 of the complaint)
11. | Payment plan Construction linked
payment plan
12. | Total sale consideration Rs. 46,71,167/-
(As per applicant ledger,
page 69-72 of the
complaint)

Page 2 of 24




HARERA

A GURUGRAM Complaint{No.2424 of 2021
13. [Total amount paid by the | Rs.46,80,102/-
complainant (As per applicant ledger,
page £9-72 of the
complaint)
14. Due date of delivery of 14.05.2017
possession (Due date of possession is
(As per clause 9.1 within a period | calculated from the date of
of three years from the date of execution of agreement
execution of agreement with two | dated 14.05.2013)
grace periods of six months each) | Note:- Grace period
: allowed
15. | Offer of possessio 30.1112019
(Page 45 of the reply)
16. | Delay in handing sion | 3 years 6 months 16 days
till 30.01.2020,i-€7 ) f
possessio
months ~ ,
17. | Occup erti receive -11{2019 for block A, B
o S HeaHg wided
<
Facts of the % aint
The complain e the submissions in the

complaint: e REGO

i

That, t Q‘Aai
represen n
known

linked plan for a sale consideration of Rs. 43,94,200/-,
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ii.

The unit was booked jointly by Mr. Abhishek Kukreja &
Mr. Hans Raj Kukreja but later the co-applicant (father of
the complainant) i.e. Mr. Hans Raj Kuljeja died and the
complainant became the sole owner of the unit vide
endorsement dated 29.11.2019. That on 24.12.2012, the
respondent issued a provisional allotment letter in name
of Mr. Hans Raj Kukreja & Mr. Abhishek Kukreja,
conforming to the allotq:tgnt of unit no. B2 - 1410 on the
14® floor for .an; 1; ng 700|sq. ft. That on
14.05.2013, a pre- si l. ed, ;.5’., ilateral, arbitrary flat buyer
agreement/buyer's agree eu; vas executed inter-se the

u &
\ '-.- applicant Mr. Hans

:: h"_! ‘Eﬁl $
se” 9.1 of the buyer
: possession of the

from the date of

executio af.'x gree with-a' gilace period of 6
months. 'f‘he e ;‘.'I.—
is 14.05.2016 (the ce“period was for applying and

son b
e N LALLM

:,--"- assion as Per BBA

the respondent
t, therefore the

ace period.

lii. Thatthereafter dua to the death of the co-applicant i.e, Mr.

Hans Raj Kukreja the complainant | requested the
respondent to delete the name of the ¢o-applicant and
endorse all the rights and liabilities in his favour as all the
other legal heirs have relinquished and renounced all

their claims, rights, interests and title n the aforesaid
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iv.

V.

booking. That considering the request of the complainant
the respondent deleted the name of Mr. Hans Raj Kukreja
from its record as co-applicant and endorsed all the rights
and liabilities in favour of the complainant. That on
20.12.2019, the respondent sent a letter stating, “demand
for dues payable at the stage of offer of possession” and
raised a demand of Rs. 3,64,355/- and also raised an
unreasonable dema 1 uf CAM (common area
maintenance) chatg e "i 520/~ from 01-12-2019 to
31-03-2020. The int has demanded GST Rs.
48336/-along ] grh : i‘lg: -.-'- s pertinent to mention
here that | ‘ bty of -.
default ¢ @1 respdnd&htﬁﬂﬁere dre‘the respondent has
to bear the,cost o ~Itis Germainethat the respondent
has acki .--‘_-'-- -I[r; ge of possession and
credited R u 784/- Elq "

I
per sq. ft_fo 0.m .a_ GQ\?

That on 28 .- prote t he complainant
paidRsH AH‘ {I,:-a-.';: and raised at the stage
of offer/of siq espondent issued the
paymen(ﬁgc t“-:;rf@:t? That on| 08.01.2021, the

respondent has handed over the possession of the flat to

camelon the complainant on

J'f* $sion rebate @ Rs. 5

the complainant. It is pertinent to mention here that
amenities ie. club house and swimming pool are not
functional and the corridor of the tower is not painted.

That on 08.01.2021, the respondent sent a letter stating,

“intimation of revision in stamp duty charges for
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Relief sought by the complainant:

A GURUGRAM Complaint No.2424 of 2021

registration of conveyance deed” and asked the

complainant for execution and registration of conveyance
deed. That the respondent kept raising the demand as per
the stage of construction and the complainant kept paying
the demands. The complainant has paif Rs. 46,80,102/-

i.e,, more than 100% of the total sale consideration of the

unit.

vi. Thatthe main grlevgmee of th‘e complainant in the present

t «-

complaint is that déspiteith

[
"?{ 'u!

100% of the actua *fﬂ’ e unit and ready and willing
to pay the ref ‘iﬂ‘i ’-ua _-"'
party hag/ ailpd togdelivers
promisedtime and till date
Moreo "r:- as promi
time of receiving pay
of a fully '1-1 '_-_ it and the'

mplamaT paid more than
g .-r" i

: 1fiedP the respondent

ession of unit on

ithout amenities.

y the réspondent party at the
t the possession

'|'1eun s

eveloped project shall

be handed “over'} Rgggg complainant as soon as
constructi om the date of
bouka nd IR A s as enumerated
above v n that there is a
dﬂﬂc:eng gjln{té‘n)ﬂlr?iga espondent party

and as such, he is liable to be punished and compensate

the complainant.

The complainant has filed the present compliant for
seeking following relief:
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i. To getthe delayed possession interest @ prescribed rate

from the due date of possession till the actual date of
possession (complete in all respect with all amenities
after obtaining the OC).
ii. To getan order in his favour by directing the respondent

party to provide area calculation (carpet area, loading,
and super area).
ili. To getan orderin hlS fw%ur by directing the respondent

xplained to the
ion as alleged to
1(4) (a) of the Act

to plead guilty or not tople

wnroroddb R E R A
The respundfﬂ‘NUWb @1 /B{)R t on the following

grounds.

i.  That instant complaint is neither majntainable in law
" nor on facts. The instant complaint is without cause of
action and has been filed with malafide. Therefore,
instant complaint is not maintainable and is liable to be
rejected.
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ii.

iii.

That the respondent has already | completed the
construction of its commercial project ‘Plaza at 106-1'
situated at sector-106, Gurugram and has obtained
occupation certificate in respect of | the same from

Director General Town and Country Planning,

Chandigarh vide memo  bearing no. ZP-

833/AD/(RA)/2019/29244 dated 2#11.2019. After

obtaining the aforesaid occupation certificate,
s T T N

19 has already

mciudmg}u ] 011+,30.11.2019. it is the

complai

By 1y spemtn s

plan i toffer of possession
and on fide intentions have
filed the i" g-z:'é * delayed possession
charges along wi , and henc the complaint is

liable tﬂdﬁs%q‘ E R _.z:.
That t:(:_crl aﬁ&{x tr:fmtg?i‘s Rxe ution of any fresh
agree lefnrej buye r's/ greement dated
24.05.2013 cannot be affected by the|provisions of the
Act and has to be implemented in toto and to be read and
interpreted “as it is” without any external aid including
!r.-.fithuut aid of subsequent enactment especially the
enactment which do not especially require its aid to

iterpret agreements executed prior to commencement

liabilities of the
Page 8 of 24
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iv.

parties including the consequence of default/default of
any party have to be governed by buyer's agreement
dated 24.05.2013 and not by the Act, That when the
entitlement to claim possession is as per the declaration
given by the promoter for completion of construction
u/s 4(2) (1) (c) of the Act, then the necessary corollary to
this is that the entitlement for delay possession charges

shall also be from the gxp\iry of the date of cumpletmn ie

h/d6.no %specially require
infs executed prior to

mmmencement uf“s ch“€nactment. Hence rights and

e s il
defaul? 1I|t| 0 an party.
buyer’ ﬂlemmt da lggéb

That the instant complaint is fu

consequence of
? to, be governed by
d not by the Act.
er liable to be
dismissed as not maintainable in as much as, the alleged
delay in possession is not due to any dct of omission or
commission on part of respondent butis due to the fact
that me'mmpleﬂun of construction is linked with the
timely payment of the instalments by all the allottees
includin'g‘Lh% complainant. That there Ire many allottees
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Vi.

who have failed to make payments of in| talments as per
the construction linked payment schedule which has
affected the progress of construction. It is submitted that
non-payment of the instalments by the allottees has
rather acted, as a catalyjt in delay in offer of possession
at the end of respondent

That most respectfully submitted that this hon’ble
authority does not have]udlmal or quasirjudicial powers

.f

to pass ad;udmatn -"\';ﬂ'dﬁﬁs in relation to disputes

moter of an ongoing project
of Ac¢t especially in

viplation of any

. g- h |mitl:ed that the

executed between

a da dl
the compiaiqéqt iﬂﬁi’%.y@ff;‘ﬁ is
nuthingan be \dﬂed*uriffeted int

U gae ey biny

yabla,.xg.‘ Erﬁﬂmp!pltupt as p& terms of the
Ida'tbg {14;’65"?} L the adjustment of

such penalbjcumpensatiqn, thereof shall be done only

o
<
1

terms agreed

thereu , if any shall be

at the time bf-settling the final accounts for handing over
of the unit, as per the provisions of the agreement
executed héhveen thi:e parties in order to attain the vei-y
objective of the Aict, i.e. timely completion of the projects.
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Copies of all the documents have been filed

record. The authenticity is not in dispute. Hen
can be decided on the basis of theses undispu
Jurisdiction of the authority

The authority observed that it has territorial

matter jurisdiction to adjudicate the present

reasons given below.

jurisdicﬁunm E, I‘Jm nt.
E.Il Subjec scli

The author@l',@l | {Ikg Q‘Qx&\uﬂ

complaint regarding non-compliance of obl

and placed on

e, the complaint

ed documents.

well as subject

mplaint for the

the project in
a of Gurugram

eted territorial

to decide the

igations by the

promoter as per provisions of section 11(4)(a) of the Act

leaving aside compensation which is to be
adjudicating officer if purs.aed by the compla
stage.

decided by the

inant at a later
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F. Findings of the authority on the objections raised by the

respondent:-

F.I Objection regarding jurisdiction of authority w.r.t.
buyer’s agreement executed prior t coming into
force of the Act

9. The respondent contended that authority is eprived of the

jurisdiction to go into therlnt?rpretatiun of, or rights of the
-} }‘ Wi
" ‘r‘ i

referred to under _-'.g- is; "' f theAct or the said rules has
been execute q er sé“j)a ties, % ondent further
submitted tha ‘ ot retrospective

ot undo or modify

the terms of buyer's ag e ..i-w' uted prior to coming

a.
into effect of the Aét QTE REG\)\"

10. The authuﬁm atthe
be so cons Bt -eements will be re -
written a&e@h&ﬁr&g‘ @RV@\& ‘Act. Therefore, the

provisions of the Act, the rules and agreement have to be read

ere provides, nor can

and interpreted harmoniously. However, if the Act has
provided for dealing with certain specific pravisions /situation
in a specific/particular manner, that situation will be dealt
with in accordance with the Act and the rules after the date of
coming into force of the Act and the rules. Numerous
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provisions of the Act save the provisions of }he agreements

made between the buyers and sellers. The saiticnntentiun has
been upheld in the landmark judgment Neelkamal Realtors
Suburban Pvt. Ltd. Vs. UOI and others. (W.P 2737 of 2017)

which provides as under:

“119. Under the provisions of Section 18, the delay in
handing possession would be counted from the date
mentioned in the agreement for sale entered into by

thea ._% prior to its registration

8. provisions of RERA, the

promoter is give :ty to revise|the date of
campfetmn ‘ declare the same under
Section L emp:‘ ate rewriting
of contr  the flatqhd.tite promoter...
122. We fhaves cussed b, above stated
proyisions strospective in
nati be having a
retroactive o fect| but then on
tha ‘ ' ﬂnSﬂfRERA
can it lis competent
enough etrospective or
retroactil ed to affect

subsisting e : contractudl] rights between the
parties in the ldrg ﬂ-puﬂfcfnteresc. We do not have

10 he RERA has been
FEEARE R
tudy and discussion made a l: e est level by the

tandi ?I 61% imittee, which
submcﬁn rﬁd&@ Fﬁ
11. Also, in appeal no.173 of 2019 titled as Magic Eye Developer

Pvt. Ltd. Vs. Ishwer Singh Dahiya, in order dated 17.12.2019
the Haryana Real Estate Appellate Tribunal has observed:-

“34. Thus, keeping in view our aforesaid discussion, we are
of the considered opinion that the provisions of the
Act are quasi retroactive to some extent in operation
and will be applicable to the agreements for sale
entered into even prior to coming into operation of
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the act where the transaction are still in the process

Hence in case of delay in the
offer/delivery of possession as per the terms and
conditions of the agreement for sale the allottee shall
be entitled to the interest/delayed | possession
charges on the reasonable rate of |interest as
provided in Rule 15 of the rules and one sided, unfair
and unreasonable rate of compensation mentioned
in the agreement for sale is liable to be ignored.”

12. The agreements are sacrosanct save and except for the

provisions which have,rheﬁﬁ\;abmgated by|the Act itself.

\f{"‘. .

‘the agreed terms
nt subject to the

Accordance with the

plans/permission TE he respective

depaﬂmenﬁ}:%ﬁRE R l&i are not in
contraventio Act and nreasonable or
CLURUGRARS

exorbitant in

F.I1 Objection regarding handing over possession as per
declaration given under section 4(2)(I)(C) of Real

Estate Regulation and Development Act 2016.
13. The council for the respondent has started thalthe registration

of the project is valid till 31.12.2021 an therefore cause of
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action, if any, would accrue in favour of the Jumplainants to
prefer a complaint if the respondent fails to deliver possession
of the unit in questior within the aforesaid period. That the
entitlement to claim possession or interest would arise once
the possession has not been handed over as per declaration
given by the promoter under section 4(2)(1)(C). Therefore,
next question of determination is whether the respondent is

.r""h\{‘ ) .r
entitled to avail the tinie, é;mw by the authprity at the time

TR

.

of registration the projec % det’section 3 & 4/of the Act.

g project ’.'1_ d the term ongoing

project has | 11 2(1)(0) ofthe rules. The new
as well as ' | regt f o be registered
under section

15. Section 4(2)(1)(C) ¢ equi at while applying for
registration of the real estate proj e pro
a dﬁlaraﬁuH&ﬂEE GKI&
is reprnduce@llgb;g -I.‘ !G PA f\_}ﬂ

Section 4:- Application for registration of real estate
projects
(2) The promoter shall enclose the following documents
along with the application referred to in sub-section

(1), namely:-

oter has to file

ct and the same

(1):- a declaration, supported by an a
shall be signed by the promoter orany person
authorised by the promaoter, stating:-

(C) the time period within which he undertakes
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to complete the project or phase thereof, as
the case may be............."

16. The time period for handing over the possession is committed
by the builder as per the relevant clause 9.1 of the buyer’s

agreement and the committee of the promoter regarding

handing over the possession of the unit is taken accordingly.

The new timelines mdlcated in respect of on-going project by

fl‘j

timelines as indicated by

| g ' ot'be initiated against the

4ils to complete| the project in

but now, if the 3

declared timHApﬁ ﬁMp oceedings. The
due date Q@Eﬁﬁ?U@ﬁ ﬁihﬁﬁ ment remains
unchanged and promoter is liable for the consequences and
obligations arising out of failure in handing over possession by
the due date as committed by him in the buyer's agreement
and he is liable for the delayed possession charges as provided

in proviso to section 18(1) the Act. The same issue has been

dealt by hon'ble Bombay High Court in | case titled as
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HARERA
- GURUGRAM Complaint NF.2424 of 2021

Neelkamal Realtors Suburban Pvt. Ltd. and Anr. Vs Union of

India and Ors. And has observed as under:

“119.  Under the provision of section 18, the delay in handing
over the possession would be counted from the date
mentioned in the agreement for sale enterex into by the
promoter and the allottee prior to its registration under
RERA. Under the provisions of RERA, the|promoter is
given a facility to revise the date of completion of project
and declare the same under Section 4. The RERA does not
contemplate rewriting of contract between the flat
purchaser and the promoter...."

H. Findings on the reliefsough
L

() | ) g
,t": by ﬁ:’_\'1?‘-" y
01m}). aina
Gl ‘.-:‘ ‘ 'J.:"

e complainant

prescribed rate

actual date of

all amenities

f ‘H the respondent
T. [Since the/GST liability came on

the mm@%\ﬂa@\ @ﬁyﬁ%&sﬁ%ndent}.

viii. To get an order in his favour by directing the respondent
party to refrain from charging CAM charges. (Since the

unit is yet not ready for possession).

18. In the present complaint, the complainant intend to continue

with the project and is seeking delay possession charges as
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provided under the proviso to section 18(1) of the Act. Sec.

18(1) proviso reads as under.

“Section 18: - Return of amount and compensation

18(1). If the promoter fails to complete or is unable to give
possession of an apartment, plot, or building, —
Provided that where an allottee does not intend to withdraw
[from the project, he shall be paid, by the promotet, interest for
every month of delay, till the handing over of the possession,
at such rate as may be preserit2d.”

Db 2

&

.u.t of six months each,
: - réason” mentionéd in clause
10.1,10.2 and clause : dile to failure of allottee(s) to

pay in tile ithe price ofithe said uhit along with other
charges @n : 'ﬂu :

chedule of

accordance | with
payments n in_Annexure-C_or as per_ the demands
raised by th v}zi:l?ef:'f’ m%gwoﬂf ny failure on
the part ofthe. {attee{sj'ta'a ide'by all rany of the terms
or conditions of this Agreement.

At the outset it is relevant to comment on the preset
possession clause of the agreement wherein the possession
has been subjected to all kinds of terms and conditions of this
agreement. The draftiag of this clause and incorporation of

such conditions are uot only vague and unpcertain but so
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heavily loaded in favour of the promoter and against the

allottees that even a single default by the allottees in fulfilling
formalities and deocuinentations etc. as prescribed by the
promoter may make the possession clause irlelevant for the
purpose of allottees and the commitment d Ite for handing
over possession loses its meaning. The incorporation of such

clause in the buyer's agreement by the promoter is just to

ik
il

the builder has

ch mischievous

at prescribed

lere an allottee
does not int vithd roject, he shall be paid,
by the prnH gﬂERd{S of delay, till the
handing nve@plqglsgsgi]@i %ﬁ&y& %gé%al be prescribed

and it has been prescribed under rule 15 of the rules. Rule 15

has been reproduced as under:

Rule 15. Prescribed rate of interest- [Provise to section
12,section 18 and sub-section (4) and subsection (7) of
section 19]

(1)  For the purpore of proviso to section 12; section 18; and
sub-sections () and (7) of section 19, the “interest at the
rate prescribed” shall be the State Bank of Indiu highest
marginal cost of lending rate +2%.:
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Provided that in case the State Bank of India
marginal cost of lending rate (MCLR) is Io.': 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.

21. 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 determined

by the legislature, is reasuqabl? and if the said rule is followed

ractice in all the

ink of India i.e.,

rate (in short,

n
ﬁccurdingly, the

defined unde I' sect '
interest chalgé}nle !ﬁl;“l)n thfia]]’ﬁ[‘? ééﬁ hoe romoter, in case

of default, shall be equal to the rate of interest which the

promoter shall be liable to pay the allottee, in case of default.

The relevant section is reproduced below:

“(za) "interest” means the rates of interest payable by the
promoter or the allottee, as the case may be.
Explanation. —For the purpose of this clause—
(i)  the rate of interest chargeable from the allottee by the
promater, in case of default, shall be equal to the rate of
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24.

25,

interest which the promoter shall be liable to pay the
allottee, in case of default;
(ii)  theinterest payable by the promoter to the pllottee 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;”

Therefore, interest on the delay payments from the

complainant shall be charged at the prescribed rate i.e,, 9.30%
by the respundent/prama;gx:kgfh is the same as is being

granted to the cumpla ;, ;ﬁ‘ﬂi‘ ase of delayed possession

charges.
On consideration ofthe oc ;'-';ﬁu s, available on record and
submissions /i *-,if s\ the failure of the

compliance of the mandate cun ed in section 11(4)(a) read

o o i iR A
established. ywtqr f. c]a&p AT er‘s agreement
executed between the parhes on 14 13, possession of the

said unit to be delrvered within a period of 3 years from the

e respondent is

date of execution of buyer's agreement with two grace periods
of six months eachi. Therefore, the due date of handing over of
possession comes out to be 14.05.2017. In the present case,
the complainant was offered possession by the respondent on
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30.11.2019 after receipt of occupation certificate dated

28.11.2019. The authority is of the considered view that there
is delay on the part of the respondent to offer physical
possession of the allotted unit to the complainant as per the

terms and conditions of the buyer's agreement dated

14.05.2013 executed between the parties.

llottee to take

dent offered the
be said that the
1pation certificate

herefore, in the

interest of natura e . e giv n 2 months’ time
from the jionmThis 2 month of
reasonable HAB E e inant keeping in
mind that ev@ﬁt _} lej@ BA@QS on practically they
have to arrange a lot of logistics and req
including but not limited to inspection o the completely
finished unit, but this is subject to that the unit being handed
over at the time of taking possession| is in habitable
condition. It is further clarified that the delay possession
charges shall be payable from the due date of possession i.e.
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27.

28.

14.05.2017 till the expiry of 2 months from th

date of offer of

possession (30.11.2019) which comes out to be 30.01.2020.

Furthermore, the complainant is directed to take possession

within two months from the date of this order.

Accordingly, the non-compliance of the mandate contained in

section 11(4)[a) read with section 18(1) of the Act on the part

of the respondent is established As such, the

rules.

Directions of th » author
1 ]

Hence, the av [Eo v here eb pa et

following dirn ;

compliance of obligati {ipon-the pro

complainant is
bed rate of the
01.2020 as per

ith rule 15 of the

er and issues the

ons nd"gr sectior 37-of the Act to ensure

ter as per the

" "HA T%"FI’M““ 1
i. The reimplj j T?Aﬁay interest at the
prescrib d'rate of 9.3 Ea: or every manth of delay on

the amount paid by the complainant from the due date of

possession i.e.,, 14.05.2017 till 30.01.2020 i.e. expiry of 2

months from the date of offer of possession (30.11.2019).

il. The complainant is directed to pay outstanding dues, if

any, after adjustment of interest for the delayed period.
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30. File be consi

(Sar

HARERA

iii,

iv.

L

nir Kumar)
Member

Complaint No.2424 of 2021

The arrears of interest accrued so far sha
complainant within 90 days from the date
per rule 16{2) of the rules.

The rate of interest chargeable from the

promoter, in case of default shall be ¢

prescribed rate i.e., 9.30% by the respon

Il be paid to the

of this order as

allottee by the
charged at the

dent/promoter

which is the same rate uf interest which the promoter

r"' z‘\

shall be liable to p'j ~.:=‘_ ttees. in case

the delayed possession chal
Act. ,@f‘
The re @Sr nt Shﬁ["_%ﬁ%f_
compla 3131 “'“f‘-'h]p I‘“}f'/lji\e

howeve jé" in c[l'rar es“s
"

l-l'

cha

)

promoter ‘af oin®

ges as per sect
K
NS

b of default i.e,,

ion 2(za) of the

ything from the

the agreement,

hall q‘_yb ¢harged by the

I being part of

e afte
agreement as a\n?@_ﬂ&ﬂed byHon'ble Supreme Court in

- ARERA"

tis di rnjsed u{fﬁ R a\ r\/

regls

\"a

Dr. K.X. Khandelwal
(Chairman)

on 14.12.2020.

(Vijay Kum:al]
W”\ _ |Member

Haryana Real Estate Regulatory Authority, Gurugram

Judgement uploaded on 29.01.2022.

Dated: 13.10.2021
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