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BEFORE THE HARYANA REAL ESTATE REGULATORY
AUTHORITY, GURUGRAM

Complaint no. i 987 of 2020
First date of hearing: 16.04.2020
Date of decision : 08.03.2022

Ved Prakash Pal
Address: L-49 D, 1* Floor, Block-L, Saket, New
Delhi-110017. Complainant

‘ie’ 5
: maq
Perfect Buildwell Pvt. Ltd. f' o

.-

Regd. Office at: -D-64, ﬂEfel;.t-:IE Culnnj-:, New

Delhi-110024. : o | Respondent
CORAM: p—

Shri KK Klmndelwal Chairman
Shri Vijay Kumar Goyal Member
APPEARANCE: .

Ms. Monica Manchanda " ﬂdvm::ate for the complainant
Shri Rakshith Srivastava. ﬁdvucate for the respondent

ORDER

ke

The present complaint-dated 28.02.2020 has been filed by the
complainant/allottée under séction 31 of the Real Estate
(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(5) of the Act wherein it is inter alia prescribed that
the promoter shall be responsible for all obligations,

responsibilities and functions under the provision of the Act or
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the rules and regulations made there under or to the allottee

Complaint No. 987 of 2020

as per the agreement for sale executed inter se.

Unit and project related details

The particulars of unit details, sale consideration, the amount

paid by the complainant, date of proposed handing over the

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

=%
following tabular forms.
S. No| Heads )
1. | Name mdﬁﬁﬂﬁd}ﬁﬂh} “Em}’mvaas at sector-104,
project Ll i
A Hamrqru@g pruj&::t }Afﬁ:- ble group housing
| g L 'mlnnyf ’
: 1 —— —!-
2 Prn]e&';gegl o | ‘5 acres
4. | DTCP licensena. 12nf;."qi.4issued o
VN | 101062014 valid up to
" el O 12:2619.
| Name of licenseholder | Perfect Buildwell Pyt. Ltd, |
RERA yRegistered/ ot 1Rﬂgi:terad vide no. 152 0f |
mgﬂ@ﬁ /0 0% | 2017 issued on 28.08.2017
Sl b =] mﬂd up to 31 122019
k| Aptigp )| 01,3 floor, tower- 17
| [page no. 29 of complaint]
8. | Unit measuring | 598 sq, ft. of super area
[Carpet area 498sq.ft. »
Balcony area 100sq.ft.]
|page no. 31 of complaint]
9. Date of execution of Flat | 01.12.2015
buyer’s agreement [page no. 29 of complaint]
10. | Date of allotment letter 17.10.2015
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[page no. 26 of complaint]
11. | Environment clearance | 09.03.2015
date (herein referred as | [asalleged by the respondent
commencement date) on page no. 2 of reply)
12. | Building plans date 08.12.2014
[as alleged by the respondent
on page no. 02 of reply]
13. | Total consideration Rs. 21,71,390/-
[as per the statement of
== | afcount on page 57 of
c3-p& L eomplaint]
14. | Total amount paid i-':_'l_'.-:-= “IRs. 13,08.026/-
complainant it ag per statement of account
L \ age 57 of complaint)
15. | Percentage of Amount | 60.23%
paid tﬁ Vi ey ,
16. | Possession clause | 3, Possession

‘3.1.Unless a longer period is

Vo |1 | |permitted by the DGTCP or in
o\l ~ |'the Policy and subject to the
WAY R | force majeure circumstances
& \*- " ! ] ‘as stated in clause 16 hereof,

Ny o ="“lintervention of statutory
w & RENauthorities, recelpt  of
e P
. occupation  certificate  and
H A R E,—ﬁmely compliance by the
-
L AL B .apartment buyer(s) of all

e ~ 1 | »~ his/her/ their obligations,

{ - 1 ] formalities and

Sl I N N N

documentation as prescribed
by the Developer from time to
time and not being in default
under any part of this
Agreement, including but not
limited to timely payment of
instalments the total cost and |
other charges as per the
Payment Plan, stamp duty and

registration  charges, the
developer proposes to offer

Page 3 of 20




HARERA

= GURUGRAM

Complaint No, 987 of 2020

| Sundays,
< tenforced Govt. holidays and

£ the days of cessation of work
o at site in compliance of order

possession of the Said
apartment to the apartment
buyer(s] within 4 (four)
years from the

date of approval of building
plans or grant of
environment clearance,
whichever is later. The
aforesald period of
development shall be
computed excluding
Holidays,

by
Bank

P D‘J , "'""u of any |Judicial/concerned
A *u *L L State legislative Body.
/& _-" =i []JEIEE 36 of complaint)
17. |Dued q§ ossession | 09.03.2019
, . | (Calculated from the date of
s i Y |
mi . | ]| ‘environment clearance l.e,
B 09.03.2015)
18. | Offer of possession Nat offered
19. | Occupation certificate 04.12.2019. |
"u’f' ) "_._: RE! *’.;Eﬂ?\ju‘t annexure R1 on page
e 16 of reply)
| 20. | Demand Iﬂmmmgrb 1%1&.201?, 28122017
mmln&rﬁurmm 16.042018,28.06.2018,
amount due | 15.09.2018(final reminder),
70 )L L | 16102018, 26.12.2018(final
- | reminder

B. Facts of the complaint

3. That the complainant booked a unit in the project namely, Zara

Aavaas located at sector 104, Gurugram, Haryana of the

respondent company for the residential purpose.
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That the complainant hails from a lower middle-class family

and currently living on a rented accommodation. Therefore,
the complainant decided to book a unit in the impugned
project considering the fact that it was an affordable housing
project.

That the complainant subm}ttg*d an application for allotment

of unit in the tmpu@ed}gﬁ;hﬁfﬂﬂwng carpet area of 498 sq,

.-\.\b Fel
M I-.l' -"l-"_,l

feet along with haftnnjr ama nf 100 sq. feet. The said

application fngm w‘as*’sq.ﬂ:mﬂ;l:gﬁ ﬁo‘hg *mth the earnest money

of Rs. 1,0 2,1{?1}.,#- ru the r_gsp-::-_nd ent company,

That ]::-ursuml'lit .l:',;- the bookin g. the res;:qnde:gt company issued

allotment IEt;IEII:IdEtEd 111&.21‘]15_ and after the Issuance if
T W

allotment letter, the parties entered into an agreement ie.,

apartment hu;,rer s agreement dated 01.12.2015.

: ..-.-.;,‘_m._._l_...

That as per agteemﬂﬂt. the r&spﬂndent company agreed to
sell/ convey/ transfer the mpugned unit no. 1 on 3™ Floor in
tower-17 in the impugned project for total sale consideration
of Rs. 20,42,000/.

That based on the representations and warranties made, the

complainant started making payments from 15/06/2015
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wherein Rs. 1,02,100/- was paid. The complainant has made a

total payment Rs.13,33,026/- till date towards the sale
consideration of the impugned unit.

That it is pertinent to mention here that the complainant was
sanctioned a loan of Rs.11,55,777/- by the ICICI Bank on
21.12.2015.

§ ._' i'..'

That the agreement is a standard form of document which is
Yy

biased, one sided, amnu;l?ldl;g to unfair trade practice as the
complainant wa: c:nmpeileg L‘iﬂ;;l.gll on dntted lines in view of
one-sided standard form of contract j.e,, ABA.

That the possession of impugned unit was proposed to be
handed I'JVE]'.il"I‘ EIIEII‘[[E[I'IEE:‘ with ciaus:e 3.1 of agreement
wherein as per the said E!EH_SE, ‘the pessession date for the
impugned unit was ;_J_E,Teeﬂ to be within 48 months from the
date of approval nf bui]din-,g plan or grant of environmental
clearance whith.;.-ver is later.

That the complainant has paid more than 60% of the total sale
consideration. Despite the said payments, the respondent

company failed to deliver the possession in the agreed

timeframe l.e., 16.10.2019 for the reasons best known to them
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13.

14,

and the respondent company never bothered to Intimate
rhymes and reasoning for the delay to the complainant.

That the complainant visited the office of the respondent
company in December 2019 and |anuary 2020 enquiring
about the status of the construction of the impugned unit, The
complainant was sh-::-l:ked tu hear from the respondent

company that the ailutrnent uf the impugned unit was
-': |'\J:-. r": il

cancelled. The resp-::-n-::lent cnmpany reasoned that the said
f ,I J-ll & A & y !
cancellation was done since the Lump!amant failed to pay the
: = %

e

N

nuhtanding demand in ﬁme h:curﬁingly, the respondent
company a!sc: handed over a letter dated 15.09.2018
purportedly with regard to the a:ancEIJatiun of which no
receiving was l:aken frum the mmplamant,

That the mrr:piﬁina_n_t never recei:ugcl the said letter dated
15.09.2018 f-::r :;ncellati:;n serlnt I:.'ay respondent company. The
respondent company has sent the letter through post at the
address as mentioned in the agreement and the complainant
has already been shifted his rented accommodation to §-21,

ground floor, Khirki extension, Malviya Nagar, New Delhi-

110017 from C-1-412, street no. 9, Sangam Vihar, New Delhi-
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15.

16.

110080, The respondent com pany never sent the cancellation
letter through email.

That the respondent company to comply with the conditions
as provided under clause 3(li}(i) of the said policy wherein it
is mandated that once a notice for default has been sent a
reminder may be sent within a peri-::-::l of 15 days. Once, the
formalities are Ecrmplel:e and the aliottee still defaults in

l"“.u otaY, W

making the payment, the list of such defaulters is to be
published in une reg;mnal ;llﬁldl newspaper having circulation
of more than ten thuusand in the State for payment of due
amount within 15 days from the date of publication of such

notice and failing which allotment may be cancelled. The said

=,

clause has not been repmduceq_ for the sake of brevity. The

respondent r:crmE:an.J.r has gjven no fmnf a5 to the compliance

T ™ :-_|

of the afnresmd puhiacatmn requtrement of the policy,
Therefore, the cann:eﬂal:mrll is nnn est in law and the same
needs to be set aside,

That the respondent company has to return the entire amount

paid by the complainant after deducting Rs.25,000/- along

with interest at prescribed rate in accordance with RERA Act,
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17,

18,

2016. However, it is a matter of record that the respondent
company has failed to return even the principal amount paid
by the complainant much less the interest as per RERA Act,
2016 read with relevant rules even after expiry of almost one
and half years from the date of purported cancellation of the
impugned unit as ElﬂlIT!E'd h:,r the respondent company.

That the cancellation xqﬁ?‘_ﬂﬂﬂfhnent of the unit to the

b

complainant is had m law ﬁar the f'na;nn as stated aforesaid.
Therefore, theswemay ;ﬂ;.f.ﬂ.ﬁﬂ a’ngl\thﬂt.respﬂn dent may be
directed hanﬁfwﬂ- the pc:-ssessmn of thu i'mnugned unit to the
mmplainant fq \a, ﬂa bitahle cupditinu once  occupation
certificate is rh;ﬁuei Fl;f,rther. .re#andem company also be
directed interest at prgsﬂﬂhud rate {MELH 2%]) for the delayed
period of hanﬂ,u? over tme.- pnﬁeﬁﬁ nealgulated from the date
of delivery of pessession ti I aﬂuai handing over of possession.

Relief sought by the cumplalnant:

The complainant has sought the following relief:

(i) Direct the respondent to set aside the cancellation of

the allotment of the impugned unit.
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(ii) Direct the respondent to handover the physical

19.

D.

20.

21.

22,

possession of the apartment,

(iii] Direct the respondent to pay interest at prescribed
rate for the delayed period of handing over the
possession calculated from the date of delivery of

possession i.e, frqm-_l:ﬁl._lﬂ.zﬂlq to the actual date of

handing over Iﬁe )
iz

On the date of heq:ring,_, t%q‘ amharil:y explained to the

-\!l

res;:-undentjpgrc&mtbr é@ut.th[p-r:unuaventlun as alleged to

have been t:Tmmﬁted Imrelaﬁuq to, sm:t!nn }. 1(5) of the Act to

plead guilty m* nut to plead gullqr

Reply by the rﬁpundm -

. &

That the com p!aLnt is nei;her ma}n;amahle nor tenable before
this Hon'ble Ahrlhumt}*an?ﬂ ﬁhimbieﬂ: F.u:-.-:nu'z»rlg]rll:l_fpr dismissed,
That there isno ¢ause 6f action to file the present complaint.

That the complaint is not maintainable for the reason that the
dpartment buyer’s agreement contains as arbitration clause
which refer to the dispute resolution mechanism to be ada pred
by the parties in the event of any di spute i.e, clause 24 of the

apartment buyer's agreement.
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23. That the complainant has not approached this hon'ble authority

24,

with clean hands and have intenti onally supressed and
concealed the material facts in the present complaint. The
present complaint has been filed maliciously with an ulterior
motive and it is nothing but a sheer abuse of process of law.

That the respondent being a customer-oriented company not

"'“"jf" 'l:he tower in which the unit

li? Ii'g;:;

allotted was located b;UI ?JSG ﬂhtalned the occupation

4‘- o4 -:, L

certificate datﬁﬁ ﬁtﬂ Eﬂfﬁ H; prtrtmbnt to mention here

only completed the cons : It

-,',-"-1: 1

that the bujh:hnf pinm was apprﬂveﬂ ﬁn 08.12.2014 and

environment rf_'féirancb was qhtﬁnﬂi an 09. EE 2015.

25, That the pusses&lnn ﬁas tﬂ he:nﬁ'areiby 09:03.2019, but due to

delay at the end ‘--q,[j -E'EGF': '-lﬂ'__-ﬁﬁrmatinn of policy for
extension/ rEIiEﬂElJ ﬂﬂicﬂqﬁ #‘ aﬁ'qrdahle housing projects in

Haryana, the, grant of, umup&nm EEﬂlﬂEﬂtE got delayed. Upon
\ZUILLI\ 7]

_|'l.__! k

extension/renewal of license, the nr:cupaﬂun certificate was
granted by DTCP on 04.12.2019. Since the allotment of unit
stood cancelled because of payment defaults committed by the
complainant with due process, the respondent is not under

any obligation to offer the possession to him in any way.
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26. That the complainant himself defaulted in making timely

payments of due instalment of sale consideration as duly

agreed by him in the application form and agreement. The

allotment of the said unit has been cancelled by adopting the

due process of publication in following newspaper:

Newspaper At page no. of
B reply
The  Statesm }n 'ﬁﬁwia N |7
News Delhi | ‘1 *l';f-_
.;! T .HI, -: '-
Hari Ehun@m&w 26422018 |5
e -,||m+ IR 0N
elhi | dl |
Veer Arjun, New|2612.2018. " .- |7
e "Q”%éi]’ﬁﬂﬂ
" > RElY s
Delhi S——"
i ; [dl] | . ! ! e l_-
ﬁ. s B = I i i
Ve ¥ t"i" 4 J‘E i B

27. That the aniple pﬁgj@t@ir@{léibghg‘_’ﬂl:u?‘gq';pruvided to the

complainant to clear the due instalments, but he intentionally

refrained himself by making the

payment. Now, since the

project has been completed and occupation certificate has

been granted by DTCP, he approached the hon'ble authority to

seek possession of the cancelled unit. It is submitted that the
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said unit is no more available with the respondent for

restoration of allotment. The said project is fully sold, and
many families are happily living therein after getting
possession of their units,

That the complainant is a real estate investor who had
invested his money with an intention to make profit in a short

B "l I' +
span of time. However, J’llS r:slcuiatm ns went wrong on account

"'r _f"’ t-ﬂ' ‘:"
of slump in the real estate markst snd he stopped making
"o i s

payment to the rEspnndsnt Nn;w he Iy delibsrstely trying to
mislead l:hls hnn ‘ble suthurlt}r by raising baseless false and
frivolous p!ess Despits nﬁf cancellation ths complainant
seeking pﬂSSESSIDI; of ths cancelled unit as an afterthought,
which is not pussibis. The Ir;stanl: complaint has been filed to
mislead this hcm ble suth snt}* and to unnecessary harass and
pressurize !:hs respundenl: tu suhmit to his unreasonahle
demands. ll: is suhmlttsd that it is the complainant who has
defaulted in making payments as per agreed payment
schedule. The malafide tactics adopted by the complainant

cannot be allowed to succeed and the present complaint is

liable to be dismissed.
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F. Jurisdiction of authority

29,

30.

31.

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

the present complaint for the.reasons given below.

F.I  Territorial jurisdi

e Sy oy
.p.]ll I-__-:J'

As per notificationsno. 1 }EE;‘ 2017-1TCP dated 14.12.2017

._4__..
Tl\'.

issued by Tawn ‘and ll’_.:_ U :'_ / Plapﬂ'u;lg Department, the
jurisdiction i::l-‘*lléal Estate Regulatory Authority, Gurugram
shall be enﬂfﬂ'*ﬁﬂmgram Distrigt far all purpnse with offices

situated in G!.’trﬂtl‘ﬂm In the pl‘ﬂﬂent ‘case, the project in

question is situated wi’d:ﬂﬁ tha planhing area of Gurugram
District, therefore this mih?rlhr has complete territorial
jurisdiction tq;r dE:al with IhEiPI".ESJEHI: complaint.

F.Il  Subject matter jurisdiction

11(5) of the Act provides that the promoter may cancel the
allotment only in terms of the agreement for sale. Section

11(5) of the Act is reproduced as hereunder:

Section 11(5)
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The Promater may cancel the allotment only in terms of
the agreement for sale:

Provided that the allottee may approach the authority for
relief, if he is aggrieved by such cancellation and such
cancellation is not In accordance with the terms of the
agreement for sale, unilateral and without any sufficient
COUSE,

50, in view of the provisions of the Act quoted above, the
authority has complete jurisdictiun to decide the complaint
regarding non-compliance mt‘ -::-hllgatiuns by the promoter

s

leaving aside compensation whu:h is to be decided by the
s &
adjudicating ufﬂr:er |f pursued b}- the cumplamant at a later

‘__

stage. =/
G. Findings on tﬁe‘réilefm lrgi:lg by the complainant.
Reliel sought =I:|1;f tha cumplatnams: The complainant had

sought following rE“EfES]**

(i) Direct the réspn ndent to set aside the cancellation of
the a.lluti_‘n-e nt uf the fmpug_ned unit;

(ii) Direct the respdndent to handover the physical
possession of the apartment.

(iii) Direct the respondent to pay interest at prescribed
rate for the delayed period of handing over the

possession calculated from the date of delivery of
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possession ie., from 16.10.2019 to the actual date of

E HARERA

handing over the possession.

32. On consideration of the documents available on record and
submissions made by both the parties, the authority observes
that the complainant was allotted an apartment vide allotment
letter dated 17.10, ED15 Therealfter on 01,12.2015, a buyers’

S R

agreement was executed mi;erﬁe parﬂes and the respondent
RS

started raising demand as per l:he schedule of payment

RN BT S
gl
| -

annexed on FEE;E ?n 5§ ut'ﬁhe cumplamt The complainant as
per the payn{:ent plan and statement nf account has paid an
amount of Rs 1 3 {}E 02 En,-"— out of the tnmI sale consideration of
\Y i

Rs. 21,71 3'5‘!],.:" 4 As i]E;r the dur:um ents placed on record by the
parties, the respundent ralsed demand vide letter dated
16.10.2017 fur I'l_lEl amuUnt pa?ahle q_r; ﬁfrh instalment of Rs.
2,85,880 and the same was to be payable up to 31.10.2017. But
the same was -nut paid.b;.r t-he complainant. As a result, a
reminder was issued for the fifth instalment ie. on
28.12.2017.

33. On 16.04.2018, respondent again raised demand for fifth and

sixth instalments for an amount of Rs. 5,61,549(along with
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previous remaining amount) followed by a reminder letter

dated 28.06.2018 for fifth and sixth instalments. On
15.09.2018 a final reminder letter was issued to the
complainant towards the outstanding amount of Rs
2,61,549.50 /-and a time period of 15 days was granted to pay
the amount due. Further, on llEr 10.2018 the respondent again

raised a demand vide Ietter pa}rahle upto 01.11,2018 for an

R

amount Rs. 8,42,944/- [alnng wlﬂl previous remaining

& 1.- Ll Rt o
3

amount). A Hnal remlnder wa; issued h_v respondent on

&,

26.12.2018 mwards thE nutstanding amnunl; of Rs.
| A r J
B,63,364.50/- tu the cnmpiainant and 10 days' time was

:1-.'

granted to pay the amuunt due. L 'y

In consonance uF clauEe E{_ﬂi]_ﬁ] of the Affordable Group
Housing Fu]iq_}r ﬂ'ne respundem 1551i:1e::l a public notice In three

= B A .

local newspapers i.e., '.F'he Stat:;sman Hart Eﬁnnmt Veer Arjun
of New Delhi on 26.12. Eﬂllﬂ an::'l as per said newspaper, the
defaulters including the complainant was given a time period
to clear the due amount on or before 04.01. 2019, But despite
this the complainant failed to pay the same. The relevant part

of the Affordable housing policy 2013 is reproduced as under:
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Clause 5(iii) (i) of the affordable housing policy:

Uf any successful applicant fails to deposit the
instalments within the time period as prescribed in the
allotment letter issued by the colonizer, a reminder may
be issued to him for depositing the due Instalments within
a period of 15 days from the date of issue of such notice. If
the allottes still defoults in making the payment, the list
of such defaulters may be published in one regianal Hindi
newspaper having circulation of more than ten thousand
in the State for payment of due amount within 15 days
from the date of pubfm:mﬂn af such notice, failing which
allotment may b cancelle : 58 “An such cases also an
amount of Rs 2 ..,-"1':"-7', = may be deducted by the
lance amount shall be refunded
to the applicant. Such ‘FF may.be considered by the
committes for qﬂ'&r fﬁﬂﬁ; a,ﬂpﬂmnrs faliing in the
waiting Iﬁ v T i
L J F i - =

35. This shows l:hat the respundent has fc:rl!nwed the prescribed

procedure as per clause 5{1] of the pn]lr:y 2013 and cancelled
" "I.'..r '_
the unit of the cnmplainant after due nutice and following the

due procedure as pres:ri_hed. Itis to hE noted that after notice
through newspaper on 26.12. 2{!15 15 days time period was
1 A K- L |

given, and ﬂ]e c.-ne pajrment was n:::t pau:l within that period.
36. As per section 11(5) of Act uf 2016, the promoter shall cancel

the allotment in terms of agreement for sale only. The

allotments in this project were made as per provisions of

affordable housing policy and accordingly, this becomes part

and parcel of the agreement for sale. The cancellation has been

done after following the due procedure and complainant was
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unable to give any reason that cancellation has not been done
as per provisions of the Affordable Housing Policy.

37. The cancellation of the unit was done on 26.12.2018 and the
respondent-promoter should have refunded the amount after
deducting Rs.25,000/- as specified under clause 5 (iii) (i) of
said Policy. The conduct ﬂF the respnndent~buiider is not upto
the mark. Although we dn nnt ﬂnd any discrepancy or illegality

s
in the ::am:e]latmn nrder hut the huilc[er is directed to refund

i Bl
i

the balance amnunt after dedu:hng Rs.25,000/- with interest

at the rate uf ‘5‘ 3% per annum [pres::nhed rate of interest)
from 26.12, E[IIEI till payment is madE to the erstwhile allottee.

A\ |

38. As the unit of: tﬁe_ q';:qmpimmnt st&ndﬁ cancelled as per the
provisions of the p-uh!:y dn&ﬂ:lmz nf the allottee to payment of
instalments in time ahd iﬂg@"uﬁljﬁiﬁ'ﬁeeu'ie allotted to a new

¥y .
person as per the prpyigiun: ofthe-policy, agcordingly there is
no guestion :;f hlﬁﬁing over "f:hel possession of the unit to the
complainant. Hence, the complainant is also not eligible for the
delay possession charges,

H. Directions of the authority
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39. 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 authority under section 34(f);

(i) The respondent is directed to refund the balance

amount of :amplauﬁnt aﬂer deducting Rs.25,000/-

M Bl bt
'|. ..'| _|

with interest at the rate of 9.3% per annum
i
(prescribed rate of interest) from 26.12.2018 till
..'- 4 _._! -'_:-. o - / S
payment is mad::i to the erstwhile allottee.
ey bt \ %

40. Complaint stands disposed of, -

41, Filebe cnnsi#ﬁhﬂi;grggiihﬁg
'ﬁrrl-{) o . L, ::.___.L--j.:“ tﬂpw‘lvf\
(V. K Goyal) - (Dr. K.K. Khandelwal)
Member B Chairman

Haryana Real Estate Eegulamrlj Authnnty Gurugram
Dated: 08.03.2022
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