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HARERA
W*GURUGI?AM

ORDER

1. A complaint dated ZS.OZ.ZOIg was filed under

the Real Estate [Regulation and Development) A

Kumar and Mr. Desh Bandhu Gupta against the p

with rule 28 of the Haryana Real Estate ( lation and

Development) Rules,201-T by the complainan Mr. Parvesh

on 3L of

t,2016 read

moter M/s.

Hence, the

Iaint as an

Brahma City Pvt. Ltd., on account of violation of cl use 12(aJ of

described be ma City', fo

pect of plot

not handing

bligation of

ecuted on

Real Estate

I€, penal

proceedings cannot be initiated retrospecti

authority has decided to treat the present co

application for non-compliance of statutory obl tions on the

part of the promoter/respondent in terms of ion 34[fJ of

2016.

Complaint No. 7 6 of 20L9

the Real Estate [Regulation and Development) A
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plot buyer's agreement dated L4.OB.ZO13 in

21,.1,0.2013 i.e. prior to the commencement of

(Regulation and., l)evelopment) Act, 201.6,



3.

HARTRA
GUl?UGl?AM Complaint No. 7 i6 of 2019

The particulars of the complaint are as under: -

1. Name and location of the
project

"Brahma Cit'
6L,62,63 anr
Golf Couse E
Gurugram

", Sectors-60,
65 near the

:tension Road,

2. Project area 147 acres

3. Plot no. E-006, block
plot no. 2D1

E fshifted from
)

4. 268 sq. yardr

5. RERA Registered/
Unregistered

277 of2017

268 of 2Ot7

27 4 of 2017

Note - Blocli
registered

(block f)
(Block K)

(Block M)

E is not

6. Revised dat
prolect as p
regist r

lof
:TR

lomple .ion o,f 3t.03.20221

30.06.20L9
and M)

(for block f)
for block K

:,

::

7. DTCP No.

,i,itt
llt
f:: ,jiis

64 of 2010 dr

21.08.20L0
ted

B. Nature of real estate project Residential p otted colony
9. Payment pl n ked plan

10. Date o ment letter 23.11..2012 ( \nnx C-2)

LL. Date of plot
agreement

buyer's; 21,.t0.20t3 ( \nnx C-S)

L2. Total BSP of the plot Rs. 7L,12,00[
agreement)

/- (as per

13. Total amount paid by the
complainants

Rs.68,08,00€
complainant

/- (as per the
s'version)

14. Due date of delivery of
possession as per plot buyer's
agreement

Clause 12(a) of the plot
buyer's agreement - within

21.10.20t6

Page 3 of 30

Plot admeasuring area

Instalment li
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4. The

the r

date

ACCO

deliv

deliv

coml

liabil

5. Takir

notic

CASE

09.0(

The r

has L

HARARERA
URUGI?AM Complaint No. 7 6 of 20L9

36 months from the date of
execution of this agreement

15. Delay in handing over the
possession till 03.0 L.2020

3 years and
L3 days

months and

1,6. Penalty clause as per plot
buyer's agreement clause
72(d)

Rs. 300/- pe
month

sq. mtr. Per

fhe details provided above have been checked o

:he record available in the case file. A plot buyer

lated 21,.1,0.2013 is placed on record for the ;

rccording to which the possession of the said p

lelivered by 2L.1,0.20L6. The respondent h

lelivering the possession of the said plot as on tl

:omplainants. The promoter has not fulfilled h

iability as on date.

t'aking cognizance of the complaint, the autl

rotice to the respondenfi for filing reply and app

:ase came up for helaring on 23.05.201,9,

19 .09 .201 9, 0 1,.1,0 .20 1,9, 23.1.0 .20 1,9, o 6.1, 1.20 19

'he reply filed by the res;pondent on 16.04.201,9

ras been perused by the authority.

n the basis of

's agreement

foresaid plot

lot was to be

as failed in

re date to the

s committed

orily issued

earance. The

30.08.2019,

03.01.2020.

rnd the same
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HARERA
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Rs. 70,000/-

Rs. L6,00,0

The com

provisionally

vide allotment I

buyer agree

the respo

7.

The complainant

Complaint No. 36 of 2019

Facts of the complaint: -

The complainant submitted that facts relevant

of the present complaint are that the complai

on the representation of the respondent in July 2

purchase a plot adm B sq.yds. for

consideration of Rs. 25 sq. yds. for Z

t for regist

the disposal

nts believing

1,0 agreed to

agreed sale

sq. yds. and

amount of

tion.

nts were

the project

,2012. 0n 14. 2013, rhe

the comp nts and

that as per clause a) of the

buyer's agreement possession of the said plot

handed over within a period of 36 months from

execution of agreement.

was to be

e date of



HARERA

0.201,3, the

inants that

have been

u rne com

t the proje

rany from Z

agreement

1-3. As per

, for handi

: responden

sul5mittr

etter int

ed plot

ed by the

plot bu'

s on 21.
:,

the due

0.2Ct1,5, b

;ion of the

complain

1L to E-6. In

as executed

use Lz(a)

over the

has failed to

nts within

paid all the

ndent. l'he

unt of Rs.

tion as per

ng huge

ts of the

dover the

ts.

10. It is submi

instalments as

complainant till

68,08,008/- i.e.9

the agreement til

36 of 201.9

age 6 of 30

9.

GUt?UGl?AM

The complainant submitted that even after

sum of sales consideration and repeated req

complainants, the respondent has failed to

11.

possession of the plot in question to the com



ffiHARERA
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12' The complainant submitted that the responde

fulfilling its obligation as per the provisions of

[Regulation and Development) Act, 20L6.

complainants being interest in the plot and had

same for the personal use, intend to continue a

to exercise their rights viso to sectio

Act.

L3. The complainan

failed ro ful

t has failed in

Real Estate

owever, the

urchased the

thereby wish

1B[1) of the

t has utterly

sion in time

ot to the

terms of

plot in the

oice of the

and has

complainant,

1,4. Reliefs sought:

Alternatively, provide the complainants with

developed sector of t;heir project as per the

complainants.

,nJ and huge I

Complaint No. 35 of 201,9

PageT of30

Direct the respondent to handover the

complainants with all the amenities under

agreement.

to the



ffiHARERA
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iii) Direct the respondent to provide the com

prescribed rate of interest on delayed

the schedule date of possession till the

possession.

iv) To refer to the adjudicating officer for

compensation or B"qilffi /,_ for causing

Rs. 1,00,0 oO / - r, .o$fiHSiition towards I

ascertain the payment of difference in

to the interest charges by the respondent

annum.

v) To conduct such inquiry under section 35

the affairs of the respondent.

Reply by respondent no. 1: -

15. Respondent submitted that Brahma City is

community spread across more than 141 acres i

62, 63, 64 and 65 off ol the Golf Course

Gurugram, Haryana. The r;aid project,s location

open spaces with strong cr:nnectivity to the rest

and rhe broader Delhi/NCR region. It is

ainants with

from

I date of

g the

agony,

Icosts and to

equivalent

. 1,Bo/o per

the Act into

integrated

sectors 60

ion Road,

green,

Gurugram

ona

B of30
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HARERA

planned commul

and other ancillary areas and facilities.

L:-

i. From the

purpo

plots in

1,6.

Complaint No. 36 of 2019

contiguous land parcel featuring scenic la dscapes. The

nity's residential offerings i de plots, villas

and floors; and other areas will include reta , commercial,

recreational, Ieisure, spa, schools, day cares, ical facilities

pondent no.

plainants

plainants

dential

6'J,,62,63

Pvt. Ltd.,

t letter

dated 23.LI.ZO1,Z bearino

KRPL/ALLT/DB-011 accepted the

registration of the complainants in Krrish

ce no.

booking/

tech Pvt.

m. Later

.10.201s

orld and

purportedry auotted residentiar prot no. 2D 11 to the

complainants to be developed by Krrish

Ltd. in Sectors 60, 6L,62, 63 and 65 Gur

on, respondent no. Z vide its letter dated 1

Page 9 of30

The complainants have no locus standiagainst

and 65 Gurugtam. Thereafter, Krrish

i.e. respondent no. 2 vide purported a



iii.

ffiHARERA
ffiGURUGRAM

purportedly allotted plot no. E-6 instead

l L due to re-numtrering of the plots.

ii. Further, from the documents filed by the

it appears that at the time of the allotment

to the complainants itwas specifically mad

complainants by

payments /chequ d drafts / mu

payme urpo

compl

external

development s for the benefi

no. 1. As a result, thereof, the respondent

role to play in between the complainants and

Realtech pvt. Ltd. It is submitted that the said

to have be mad

ent no. 2,

plot no. 2D

mplainants

f the plot(s)

clear to the

at all the

be drawn

Limited -

t all rhe

by the

rice, PLC,

tructure

of and in

mited, i.e.

ndent

t has no

e Krrish

Ilotment

ried out

Complaint No. 36 of 201.9

to the Complainants, if at all, has not been

ge 10 of30

in favour of the ,,Krrish 
Realtech

collection A/c".lt is further submitted

favour of the M/s Krrish Realtech private_ _v-- - rvqr Lv

respondent no. 2.

The complainants are not allottees of the



ffiHARERA
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iv. In view

complain

by the

v. In view

hereina

cause of

the

arbitrary,

vi.

of 201,9

by Respo t no. L. It is further submi

Responden No. 1 does not have any di

present li on between the parties

role in the

and it is

t respondent no. 1 as such d rves to be

the array of parties.

it is submitte that the

the courtt to approa

1 since

n caused

ns taken

that the

submitted

deleted fro

and seek an

there is

The claim

:otally fails to isclose a

re complainants against

le to be

totally

on and

e very

e respondent no. 1.

inst the Respondent No. 1

and without any justifi

accordingly uires to be dismissed at

threshold for t is reason alone.
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ffiHARERA
ffiGURUGRAM

vii. The respondent no. 1 not being a necessary rty to the

dispute, deserves to be deleted from t
parties.

Development of the project _ ,,krrish 
world,,to

e array of

made by rhe

terms of the

loping the

Group and

t before the

n order to

tween the

t no. 1,

uted and

isputes in

.2072 vide

into a

/s Krrish

krish realtech pvt. Ltd., i.e. respondent no. 2 in

terms of the SettlemenLtAgreement dated 06,0

order dated Og.OB.ZO1,Z.

Thus, M/s Brahma Ci;ry private Limited, ent

settlement agreement dated 06.08.20 1,2 with
Infrastructure private f.imited and others. It is

Complaint No. 36 of 2019

settlement agreement dated 06.08.ZOIZ _

viii. Initially M/s Krrish lBuildtech pvr Ltd. was d

Certain disputes ar()se between the Krrisl

Brahma Group, resulting in filing of complair

Hon'ble Company Law Board, whereafter

bring an end to the existing disputes b

t the funtls infused by Brahma

vrrre LrrrE; rrtJP u Lgs

disputing managernent groups respo

ught to

company, the Settlenrent Agreement was

Company Law Board rCisposed of the pending
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HARERA
GURUGI?AM

(a) the

other a

advance

be made

(b) Furrh

dated

Iiable for

Krrish

up / develop

Ic)

of any nature

Further, it istd)

agreement that Brahma is made a party to an Iitigation

Complaint No. 36 of 20L9

the kind attention of this authority, that terms of the

settlement ment:

areas or refu

rhma shall not in

ilt-up

or any cos

r allotted any pl

ect and all

ments /

agreement

ny way be

developed

and / or

wherein

or built-

ent and construction of the

/ lernds including the

transactions / arrangements with third es for any

ng/ registration / allotment of

ped areas in ofareas

falling in the
Ltd. shall

plots or built up

"is;h Realtech pvt. Ltd.

agreed vide the settleme

compensation

The settlemen agreement further states that

:all be imposed on Brahma.

liability

dent from clause 3.3.2 of the ement
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different en

pertaining

Pvt. Ltd.

a plot claim, in that event ish Realtech

all exclusively handle and ntrol such

Iitigation an shall keep the Brahma ind nified in this
regard.

tes that the
respondent no. L cann liable for d opment /
construction/all

residential lot to the
Complainants s

eveloped /
constructed

e same is being

tealtech pvt. Ltd. which is

: respondent no. 1.

completely

tplainan herein, the

dent no. 1

by the dated

06 to the

n of Rs.

rein shall

Realtech

ts herein

xi. That yls

factum

herein,

o

is also

2L.1,0.2
Realtech pvt. Lrd. pecifically

stated

complainants

71,12,000 /_ an

erein for a total considera

that the respondent no. L h
have no liabili

Pvt. Ltd. or to

whatsoever either to Krri

customer i.e. the complaina

Complaint No. of 201,9

with relation to allotment of plot.

18. The above-mentioned settlement agreement i



HARERA
W"GURUGRAM

xii. Thereafter

Realtech

respectiv

Respo

obligations

an acldendum dated 31.10

vate Ltd.

that no Ii ility will be

015 to the

entered into

ntitlement to

tions as wcll

and Iiability

and Brahma

es i.e. Krrish

any manner

fulfil any

Brahma Ciry

n the other party i

xiii. Accordingly,

for develop

agreed and un rstood that

be liable

ve buyers n respect of

made liable

nt of any

y when the

sh Realtech

residential plot to the complainants special

same is being developed / constructed by Krr

Pvt. Ltd. which is a completely different en

respondent no. 1.

Complaint No. of 20L9

as the obligationrs, risk, responsibility

towards the same i.e. Krrish allocation

allocation would br: of the respective

rspondent no. 1 cannot

/ construction / allc

ty from the

settlement agreement dated O6.0B.2Olz

whereby it was int:er alia agreed that the

develop and construct their respective



ffi-GUI?UGRAM

xlv.

HARERA

1,9. Delay if any, was on account on force majeure nditions

It is submitted that respondent no. 1 ca not be made

liable for the delay or failure due to ns beyond its

development

re conditions

control. That the alleged delay caused in th

of the said project is due to force ma

relating to 2010 by the

M/s FondantHon'ble High

Propbuild na and Ors.

vide fi dated 05.02.2015, read wi order dated

rt in SLP (C)

der the freshNo.4115

application . 1 in terms the approved

r of license no. 64

layout nlan,fh

the reissUe df Ii

mence after

layout-cum-

uent to the

e application

r Town and

demarcation plan by the DTCP. Su

aforesaid order, the DTCP after reviewing

of respondent no. I afresh and after cons ing all the

documents, restored the license no. 64 of 2010 on

02.1,2.2015. It is submitted that the Direc

Complaint No. 36 of 2019

& Haryana

n'ble Supreme C

Page 16 of 30
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Reply by Respondent no. Zz-

20. That the Respondent No.2

representative of thr

facts and circumstar

the provisions of

registered office at

District Centre,

capacity a

present reply o

the authorised

authorized

21,.

Pvt. Ltd. was incorporated under the provisions o

ge 17 of 30

Complaint No. 6 of 2019

Country Planning Department finally

revised layout-cum-demarcation plan of

on L2.06.20LT and zoning plan on 02.07.2

pproved the

said project

7.

is a company incor rated under

having itsAct, 1-9

r, Elegance ower, fasola

authorised

ant with the

his official

verify the

r. Vipin fain,

o.2 is duly

d act in support o

irtue of Br:ard Resolution date

the present

18.02.201.9

ection with

authorizing him to sign and appear on alf of the

Respondent No.2 and to do all other acts in con

the present matter.

That the Respondent No.L earlier known as Krr Buildtech

Companies

No.2.

fthe Respondent



22.

for the said

23. That thereafter

Haryana, ["

ffiHNRERA
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151.931a

That the Respondent No.L

township namely,,Brahrna

dated 21.OB.Z01,O to rthe Respondent No.L

admeasuring L5I.569 acres in Sectors 60, 6L, 6

Gurgaon, Haryana for the rievelopment of the said

Gurgaon, Haryana.

Planning, H

Ihereinafter

2 of reply)

proposed to develop a residential

62, 63 & 65,

rate, Town Country

Lette of Intent

010 [pg. no.

nt No.L on land dmeasuring

n, Haryana

PIanning,

ndent No.1

Pvt. Ltd. on

ent No.1 was

011.

No. of 201.0

on land

,63&65,

idential

Sectors 60,6

Complaint No. 36 of 201.9

(;0,6L,62,63 & 65, Gu

township.

Act, 1956 on 13.03.200g. The name of the

was changed to Brahma Krrish Buildtech

06.10.2010. Thereafter the name of the

again changed to Brahma City pvt. Ltd. on 17.0



HAREB&
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24.

plot at the said

Thereafter, the

letter dated 23.1

the Complaina

25. That thereafter,

was executed

No.2.

26. That therea

allotted to

dated L6.LO.

the same.

27. That the

21,.10.20L3

Respondent No.2

Yds. @ Rs.26,537.

Hundred and Thi

residential town

That Complaina

Rs.7'1,,L2,000.00 pees Sr:venty One Lakhs Twelv Thousand

ts approached the Responden No.2 to buy a

ential township of the ndent No.1.

espondent No.Z vide provisi allotment

.201.2 provisionally allotted pl No. 2D11 ro

Plot L4.08.201,3

Respondent

the Plor

vide letter

regarding

n

lUm

E-6

Iain

Iot Buyer's Agree ent dated

ts and the

ng 268 Sq,

d and Five[Rupees Twenty Six Thousa

Sevr:n only) per Sq. yds.

p for a total basic sale

the said

price of

Complaint No. 36 of 20L9

ween the Complain

allot a plot of Iand admeasu



I.{ARERA
W* GUI?UGI?AM

onlyJ. The Comp

the Respondent

6 to the Complai

Buyer's Agreem

actual, vacant,

Complainant on befo

lL of the

of any issues an

notices, notifi

subject ma

to force

deliver

Respondent No.1

6B,OB,OBB/-

Complaina

Complainant

from the Complainant.

28. That it is pertinent to bring to the notice of

Authority here that the License No. 64 was grante

admeasuring i-5i..s69 acres of rand for the

20 of 30

Complaint No. 6 of 201,9

inant paid a total sum of Rs. r,0B,0BB/- ) to

The Respondent No.2 allo Plot No. E-

In terms of the Clause 12 a) of the PIor

t, the Respondent No.2 is to

hysical possession of the plot to the

L6. In terms the Clause

ant agrees if as a result

ermissions,

t authority ies) become

competent rt or due

1 unable to

to the Com ainant, the

unt of Rsnd the

from the Complaina t to the

mple interest @ 9o/o per anr

that they will not make any

nd over the

m and the

ther claim

is Hon'ble

for an area

residential
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29.

township. However, a land admeasu ring a.ZBlS

inadvertently included in the said License. lAs

Directorate, Town and Country planning

dated 07 .1,2.2011, revised the land area admeas

to 1,47.281 acres for the residential township.

That at the time of grant of License the buildin

necessary documents were submitted to t
authorities. However, in the year 201,1, it

knowledge of the I

Corporation'ii r

township and ft
the building plans. Furthef there was also a

respect to the alignment of 66 KV High Tension

over the said layout plan rsubmitted and approved

That in view of the aforementioned facts and ci30.

the Respondent was forced to re-submit the

taking into consideration reduced area, the

Corporation gas pipe line and line alignment o

Tension wires passing over the lay out plan.

Complaint No. 6 of 2019

a gas pipe lin

ry modification we

Acres was

such the

vide order

ring 151.569

plans and all

concerned

me to the

of Indian Oil

e residential

required in

issue with

res passing

by the DTCP.

umstances,

ised plans

Indian Oil

66KV High

Page 2l of 30



31.

ffiHARERA
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No.1 and implementation of the project of th

That during the said period certain disputes between

Respondent No.L and the Respondent No.2 and others,

Respondent

Respondent

pertaining to the affairs and management of th

No.L. Accordingly, both the parties filed petiti before the

Hon'ble Company Law hi. The parties settled their

ment dated
disputes and entered ttlement A

06.08.20 1,2.In vi
e petitions

were dis

matter. Th

, Delhi vide

settlement

agreement amended vide adde

rnt Propbuild filed a

um dated

rit petition

uild versus

pondent

7.12.201,3

f the said

31.10.2015.

32. That further one tvt/i;

(C.W.P. No.27 665 /2013)titled M/s. Fondant prop

State of Haryana and Others before the Hon,ble Hi Court of
Punjab and Haryana for quashing of the License ing No. 64

of 2010 dated 21,.08.2010 issued in favour of the

No.1. The Hon,ble High Crcurt vide order dated

directed to maintain status quo on the said land

Complaint No. of 2A1,9

residential township of the Respondent No.j.. Hon'ble



33.

34.

ffiHARERA
ffi,GURUGRAM

High Court vide order clared O3.0Z.ZO!4 modifi

order and clarified that the interim order

the interim

is qua land

nt works at

the outcome

notice of th is

put by the

espondents

t of the said

ng, Haryana

proved the

to outcome

atter to the

to consider

admeasuring L S.4}61acres only and the private wners of the

undisputed Iands may continue the develop

their own risk and responsibility and subject

of the writ petition. tt is p,grtinqnt to bring to th

Hon'ble High Court and risk and uncertainty, the,]

were unable to move ,ir*rj with the developme

residential township project.

Hon'ble Authority that in, Vibw of the conditi
I t i..ti: rr.. lti -.,

vide letter dated 08.05.2014 provisionally a

revised demarcation plan cum lay out plan sub

of the afo Writ Petition No. 2 7 665 /z L3 pending

before the Hon'ble High Clourt of and Ha

That the Hon'ble High Court of punjab and Harya a vide final

order dated 0s.oz.zoL5 quashed the license bear No. 64 of

201,0 dated ZL.OB.ZO10 and remanded back the

Directorate, Town and Country planning, Hary

the Application of the Respondent No.1 a fresh.

Complaint No. 6 of 201.9

ge 23 of 30

That the Directorate, Town and Country plann
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36.

ffiHARERA
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That aggrieved

the Hon'ble High

filed a Special

4115/2015) befr

Flon'ble Sup

disposed of the

Directorate of

consider the app

by the obse

That in com

of Punjab a

order dated 0

India in Special

Planning,

Respondent No.L

fulfill the certain

dated 13.03.201S

the said order dated OS.OZ.2 15 passed by

urt of Punjab and Haryana, t Respondent

Appeal No.Petition [special Leave

the Hon'ble Supreme Co of India. The

Court of India vide order 13.03.2015

irected thePetition and

try Planning, Haryana to

ninfluenced

ent.

High Court

/201.3 vide

e Court of

Directorate of Town

h and directed the Respon ent No.L to

uirernents before restoratio of license

for an area admeasu ring1,41,.781 acres for the sa

township of the Respondent No.1.

residential

4115 /201 vide order

d Country

n of the

Complaint No.

on of the Hon'bl

rn No. 27r

n'ble Sup

24 of 3O

of 201,9
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37. That the Respo

Directorate of

accordingly the

Haryana vide o

64 of 20i.0 for

to the Responden

the said order

Haryana also in

demarcation

existing allo

38. That after

allottees and

PIanning, Haryana

Iayout de

L41.66875

39. That the Respo

development of

registration of the

and DevelopmentJ

own and Country planning

irectorate of Town and Cou

dated 02.1,2.201 5 restored

area admeasuring 1,4L.6687 s

ng the objections and su

ent No.2 has already com

plots and the Authority has a

roject under the Real Estate

20L6. The Respondent .2 is also

Complaint No. of 201.9

Nrc.1 complied with the on of the

aryana and

Planning,

e License No.

d residential

of land

ip. Vide

own and Coun Planning,

revised layout-plan-

su tions from

tions of the

the llirectorate of Town i

r letter dated 07.07.2017 a

d Country

proved the

n area of

2010 dated 2 .08.2010.

leted the

so granted

egulation
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40.

completing the construction sewage treatme

project.

It is most respectfully submitted that in

circumstances beyond i{ts control, the Respon

unable to develop the rersidential plots in the tc

the stipulated period of tirne ,lt.is most res

that in view of the aforementioned facts and
l,:

Respondent No. Z, as such the present Com

maintainable.

It is most respectfully submitted that the prese

circumstances, there is no failure on the

Respondent No. 2 in allotting plot to the Co

As such the present Com;rlaint is not maintainab

further therb li ho deficlency of service on th

along with

FIon'ble Au

4t.

Complaint No. of 2019

plant at the

view of the

t No.2 was

ship within

lly submitted

rce majeure

part of the

ainant and

l

part of the

laint is not

Complaint

is not maintain e before this

t have the

complaint.
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It is most respectfully submitted that in

aforementioned facts and circumstances,

Complaint is liable to be dismissed with an

Findings of the authority: -

43. The project,,Brahma City,, is located in Sector 60 61,62,63 and

65, Gurugram, th has comp territorial

the project
jurisdiction to entertai nt complaint.

plete territori

view of the

the present

plary cost.

f Gurugram,

jurisdiction

ty Principal

.12.201,7 to

of the real

thority has

ecide the

ns by thc

in question is situated r

therefore the authority

subject ma torialj risdiction.

complaint regarding non_compliance of obliga

promoter as held in Simmi Sikka v/s M/s IWGF Land

Complaint No. 36 of 201,9

vide notification no.l/l)2/201,7_lTCp issued

Secretary fTown and Country planning) dated 1

entertain the present complaint. As the nature_ ___r-5.rrv. . ro

Ltd.leaving aside compensation which is to be d ided by the

The authority, 'has iiornptete jurisdiction to
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The complainant reseryes their right to seek pensation

from the promoter frcr which he shall

application to the adjudlicating officer, if requi

Arguments Heard

By virtue of this com mplainant h

doors of the a in the form

3.1,1..2012 in

interest for

executed

ndover the

adjudicating officer if pursued by the complai

stage.

going through the record, the authority is of

opinion that the respondents have miserabry fair

obligations to handover the physical possession of

till date and as such, the complainant is entitled

nts at a later

ke separate

knocked the

of directions

parties and

considered

to fulfil its

ooked plot

Complaint No. 36 of 2079

br delayed

the developed plot bearing no. E-006 booked on

their project known as ,,Brahma 
City,, and to

the delayed period. As per clause IZ(a) of the B

inter-se parties, the resp,ondent was bound to

possession of the booked plot by Zl.lO.2016.

48. On hearing argumehts advanced on behalf of
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possession charges at the prescribed charges at r

rate of interesr i.e. @ IO.ZO% p.m. till the actual

the possession of the plot.

49. Accordingly, both the respondents are di

cumulative amount of interest jointly and seve

within a period of 90

thereafter interest on

10t1, of every

to the comp

Decision and di

50. After rakin,

exercising powers vested in it under sectio n 37.e qrrU\,I JgLL

l-rrEstate (Regulation ,na DevelopmenQ Act, 201,6 hr --_vir -^v!

the following directions in the interest of justice a

The complainant is entitled for delayed pos

charges at the prescribed rate of interest i.e.

p.m. till the offer of prcssession of the plot.

i.

Complaint No. 36 of 20L9

e prescribed

handing over

to pay

ally till dare

the date of order and

amount sh I be paid on

possession is

n all the mate I facts as

authority

f the Real

issues

fair play:

ssion

anded over

1,0.200/o

adduced and produced by both the parties,
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52. The order is

registry.

,r^rk

ii. Both the rponde

amount of i terest

a period of 0 days

thereafter terest

paid on 1 of

is handed to

51. The complaint is d

Member

Haryana

.\

Complaint No. 7 of 2019

month till the physi

ts are directed to pay mulative

ntly and severally till ate within

the date of this o er and

shall be

possession

the deposited amou

tbhash Cha
Meml

Iatory Authority, G
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