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Possession clause (s.1): subject
to Force Maieure as defined in
Clause 14 and turther sub,ect to
the Purchase(s) having

complied with all its obligations
trnder the terms and conditions
of this Agreement and the

Purchaser(sl not beins in derault
under any Part ol this

ABreement including but not
limited to the timely Payment of
each and every installment oi
the total sale consideranon
including DC, Stamp duty and

other charBes and also subiect to

03.05.2013

Purchase(,

Seller/Confirming

"Commitment Perlod") The

Purchaserls] rurther asrees and

seller/Connrming Party shall

additionally be entitled to a

p€nod ol 180 days ("Grace

Period") After the expiry of the

.omolied with all formalrties or
documentanon as Prescrrbed bY

the Seller/Confirming Party, the

proposes to hand over the
physica I Possession of the said
unit to the Purchaser(s)
within a period of 36 months
from the date ofsanctioningot
the building Plan or execution
of Floor Buyers Agreement,

fiMy<@nu.d udo,<r@i r 6;i;i&naitu0bn. 
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^( 
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Building plan
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sard Lommltment re.too fo
allow tor nling and pursuing the
occupancy Certiffcat€ etc from
DTCP under the Act in respect of

(Emphasis supplied).
8. Due date ofdelivery oi 03.05.2016

(Calculated trom the date or
sanctioning ofbuildlng Plan as it
belnslater)

) Total sale consideration Rsi 6.31,92o l-
(As per pase no. 169 ofreplyl

10 Rs 54,19,209/

(As per page no. 169 olreplyl

76.09.20t9

[As per page n.. 166 of reply]

18.09.2019

(As per page no. 167 ot replyl

2A.07.2020

[As per pase no.193 ofreply)

12 0ccupahon certrl_rcate

14

1S Grace period utilization 11. In the present case, the
promoters are seeking a
grace penod of 180 days
for filing and pursuing ol
occupancy certificate etc.
from DTCP. As a matter of
fact, from the perusal of
occupation certi{icate
dated 16.09.2019 it is
imptied that the

Promoters applied for
occupation ce!!!qq!9 later

t
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due date of possession i.e.,
03.05.2016. The clause
cl€arly implies that the
grace period is asked for
filine and pursuing the

promote.s applied for the

much later than the
statutory period of 180
days, they do not tulffl the
criteria for grant ot the
grace Period. Therefore,
the grace penod is not
allowed, and the due date
of possession comes out to
he 03.05.2016.

The counsel for the complaina.t states that offer ofpossession was made on
18.09.2019 and thereafter allottee was asked to execute Conveyance Deed

which has been executed on 20.01.2020 and physical possession was handed
over only after execution of CD i.e. on 18.02.2020 and hence, seekinS
delayed possession charges from the due date ofpossess,on i.e. May 2015 till
handins over ofpossess,on i.e. 18.02.2020. The respondent has demanded
CST of Rs.3,03,048/- and is seeking relief in terms of High Powered
Committee to look into the issue of applicabiliiy of CST in case of delayed

The counsel for the respondent states that a settlement agreement duly

accepted by theallottee at page 186 olthe replyclea.lystipulate thatthe DPC

claim in terhs ofapplicable laws including RERA has been settled and further
an amount of Ps.7,46,850/- towards DPC has been credited in the account

statement. The counsel for the respondent states that Ho.'ble Supreme

Court of lndia in Civil appeal No. 2567 o12017 titled as M.R.Vinoda Versus

M.5. susheelamma (Dl By LRs. And others and Civil Appeal No.2790 of 2012

g GURUGRAI/



g GURUGRAIV

HARERA
HARYANA REAI ESIATE REGULAIORY AUTHORIIY

t,tleoas Bnusnan fowerano 5teel Lrmrteo versus Mr.5.L.5€ar, A00l.5ecretary
( Steel and Mines), colt. of odisha and others has held that contents of the
lett€r are to be seen and not the subject as the subject in above settlement is

The complainant allottee clarifies that the above amount was adjusted on
account of early payment as the remaining total amount was souSht on th.
same day and not on account of DPc.

Both the counsel are directed to submit written submissions within a period

oflS dayswith anadvance copy to each other.

Matter to come up on 19.12.2 0 2 3 lor final arguments and orders.
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