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CRl2064l2023 Case titled as Adatr Kumar

lain and Nitin iain VS Splendor Euildwell
Private Limited

Complaint No.

cR/208812023
lain and Nitin
Private Limited

cR/209812023
Jain and Nitin
Private Limited

cRl2097 /2023
lain and Nitin
Private Limited

cR/207612023
Iain and Nitin
Private Limited

cR/206312023
lain and Nitin
Private Limited

cRl2L34/2023
lain and Nitin
Private Limited

cR/2143 /2023
lain and Nitin
Private Limited

cR/207512023
Jain and Nitin
Private Limited

cRl2140l2023
Jain and Nitin
Private Limited

Case titled as Adar Kumar

lain V/S Splendor Buildweu

Case titled as Adar Kumar

Jain V/S SPlendor Buildwell

Case titled as Adar Kumar

lain V/S Splendor Buildwell

Case titled as Adar Kumar
jain V/S SPlendor Buildwell

Case titled as Adar Kumar

lain V/S SPlendor Buildwell

Case titled as Ad,ar Kumar

Iain V/S Splendor uuildwell

C.RI2OSA /20?3 Case trtled as Adar Kum'rt

lain and Nitin Jarn V/S Splendor Burldwell

Private Limited

Case titled as Adar Kumar
jain V/S SPlendor Bu ildwell

Case titled as Adar KumaI.

Jain V/S SPlendor Bu ildwell

Case titled as Adar Kumar
jain V/S SPlendor Buildwell
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CR/2142/2023 Case titled as Adar] Kumar

Case titled as Adar Kumar
lain V/S Splendor BUildwell

Case titled as Adar Kumar
Jain V/S Splendor Buildwell

Case titled as Adar Kumar
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Case titled as Adar

lain V/S Splendor Bu

Case titled as Adar

,ain V/S Splendor Bu

Case titled as Adar

Jain V/S Splendor Bu
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Case titled as Adar Ku

lain V/S Splendor Build

Case titled as Adar Ku

lain V/S Splendor Build

Case titled as Adar Ku

Jain V/S Splendor Build

Case titled as Adar Kumar

Jain V/S Splendor Buildwell
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well
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Jain and Nitin lain V/S Splendor Buildwell
Private Limited

cR/7713/2023
lain and Nitin
Private Limited

cR/20s9/2023
lain and Nitin
Private Limited

cR/1,568/2023
Jain and Nitin Jain V/S Splendor Buildwell
Private Limited

cR/1586/2023
lain and Nitin
Private Limited

cR/1,s8? 12023
Jain and Nitin
Private Limited

cRlr63t/2023
Jain and Nitin
Private Limited

cR/1,567 /2023
lain and Nitin
Private Limited

cR/1,63212023
,ain and Nitin
Private Limited

cRl167 0 /2023
Jain and Nitin
Private Limited

cR/1657 /2023
Jain and Nitin
Private Limited
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Complainant

llepresented through

llespondent

Respondent Represented
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Jain and Nitin
Private Limited

cRl1656l2023
Jain and Nitin
Private Limited

cRl2133l2023
Iain and Nitin
Private Limited

cR/2139/2023
lain and Nitin
Private Limited

cRl1712 /2023
Jain and Nitin
Private Limited

as Aclar Kumar

,ain V/S Splendor Buildwell

Casc titled as Adar Kumar

Jain V/S Splendor Buildwell

Case titled as Adar Kumar
lain V/S Splendor Buildwell

Case titled as Adar Kumar

lain V/S Splendor Buildwell

Case titled as Adar' Kumar

Jain V/S Splendor Buildwell

Adar Kumar lain and Nitin lain

Ms. Priyanka Agarwal and Shri Gaurav Rawat

Advocates

Splendor Buildwell Private Limited

Ms. Shriya Takkar Advocate for R1

Shri Pawan Bhardwaj proxy counsel on behalf
of third party i.e. Makkar buildcon Pvt. Ltd.

Last date of hearing 0a.72.2023

Proceeding Recorded by Naresh Kumari and HR Mehta

Proceedings

The present complaint was filed on 03 05.2023 and the reply on behalf ol'

respondent was received on 28.08.2023.

---+ -- l

O n the Iast date of hearing, thecounsel for party in whose favour third party

rights have been created, was asking for adiournmeluo file the replfi and he

was given 2 weeks time from the date o[ receipt of^l%hplaint/to file the reply

but the authority observes that the counsel for the said party ie' Makkar
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i-.lr< iaa"., .it too ,or**, 2olBfi irF 2oi r+F nf'. ltftt'q

-* n.1T1, Ery tr Rfd-! +Iryf m1''fl



* HARERA
ffi eunuonnv

HARYANA REAT ESIA1E REGUI.ATORY AUIHORITY

GURUGRAM

cftqr"n .*-*iq<r

N.w PWD Ren House. civil Li6es, Gu.u8ram, Hary.na 
',rtlt 

tfr 6. Eara

buildcon. Pvt. Ltd. has not yet filed the reply Hence the authority hereby

rlirects the registry to issue a show cause notice to M/s Makkar buildcon' Pvt'

l,td. as to why penal action should not be initiated against them for not

complying with the directions ofthe Authority They must file the reply within

one week to this effect

Since the persons/alleged allottees to whom the unit has been allotled after

cancellationoftheunitofthecomplainant-allottee,arenotcomingforward
to submit the details asked for by the authority, the respondents arf hereby

directed to file the complete details as was directed to be filed by thtse third

party/allottees [who became allottees after cancellation of the ""]- 1:l: "
p"riod of : we"t s as per the directions Siven in the order dated 10 11 2023'

As regards the violation of provisions of section 13 by the responfent'.the

couns'el for the respondent has filed the reply on 28 08 20 2 3 whichsqatesthat

the complainant (s) had approached for units on 5th floor and 6'h 
foor 

and

later-on, the same were merged in one unitwhereas the authorfry w-hile

observing the agreement for sale and MoU which is Annexure 3 at n]Ce 3z' i1

is clear that the complainant is a joint allottee and the total considgratio n 
.ot

the unit under consideration is Rs 10,98'48'000/- against whlch the

respondent took a sum of Rs. 5,49,24,000/- vide 36 cheQues' Howevef' against

those 36 cheques, cheques of Rs 2 Crores were got encashed bY the refPond ent

which again is more than 100/o and is violation of Section 13 ofthe 'tct' 2016

and furirer when the units allofted to the original allottees/complainant in

this case were terminated on 22122022 and reallotted to third parties on

27.12.2022 and againtthe full consideration for the said units and that too

without the execution/registration of the BBA as required under section 13 of

the Act, 2016.

The authority further directs the respondent that since it is a RERA registercd

prolect, the"copy of QPRs for the relevant quarters filed with thc authority

should Ue plucJ on record before the next date of hearing and a show causc

noticebe,"nttoth"respondentaStowhyapenaltyu/s61oftheACt2016
should not be imposed for violation ofsection 13 ofthe Act by the respondcnt

iift-d adq
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Matter to come up on 16.O2.2O24 for further proceedings'

'v Kumhr
Member

12.07.2024
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