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R€gd office at: s8A/1,

a
CORAM:

Shri Sanieev Kuma.Aror.
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07,11.2019
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Member

ShriVjjay Kumar Goyal
ShriAshok Sangwan

APPEARANCE:
Ms Priyanka Aggarwal Advocate for the .onrpLainanrs
Shri l.okesh Dixit Advocate for rhe re$ond.fr

ORDER

1. 'Ihe present complainr has been filed on 07.11.2019 by rhe

complainant/allortees undersection 31 of the Reat Esrare (Regulationand

Developmentl Act, 2016 [in shorr, the Act] read with rule 28 ot rhe

Haryana Real Estate (Regulation and Devetopment) Rules, 20r 7 (in sho.t,

the Rules) ror violation ol secrion 11{41[a] of the Act wherein it is inter
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alia prescribed that the promoter shall be responsibte for all obligarions,

responsibilities and functrons underthe provision otthe act or the rutes

and regulations made there under or to the allortee as per the agreenrenr

for sale executed inter se the parties.

A. Unitand proi€ct related detaits

2. The particulars of unit derails, sale consideration, the amounr paid by the

complainants, date olproposed handing over rhe possession, detay period,

ifany, have been detailed in the following tabular torm:

SN,

1. !\4VN ATHENS SoHNA, Se.ror s, Sohna

Afordable Group Housins

3

4. DTCP li.€nse no. and validiry

6.50625 acres

49 of 2014 datcd 18.0r,.20r4

5. M/S MVN Infrast.ucture Pvt. Ltd.

6 RERA Registered/ not Registration no, 2a4 ol 2077 dated
10.10.2017 valid upto 09 02.2021

10.20:14

8. 
1

Date of execution of
Apartment Buyer's

77.02.2015
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Addendum buyer agreemeDt

ComplarnrNo.499Tor Z0l9

05.01.2015

[Stated atbarbythecounsel of respondent

901,9r, lloor, Tower 84

(478.212 carpet areal

l7

\d

Subject to Force Mojeure circumndnces,
inteNention ol Stotutory Authorities,
rcceipt of occupotion ce.tifcate ond
Allottee hoving timel! conplied with oll its
obligotions, lomalities ot docuhentotion,
as presoibed bt Conpanyond not being ik
dehult under any port hereof ond Flot
Bufer's Apreenent, including but not
limited to the timely parnent of
insto t,renlJ ol the other charses os per the

chorses, the campony proposes ta oller
posesnon ol the soid Flat to the Allouee
||tthtn a pertod ol4 (Jour) yeors lron the
date ol oppmvot of buitdins ptans or
Sranr ol envlfonnent cleorance,
(hereinofiet .ele.red to os the
"Commencement Dote"), whi.hever is
loter, subject to the Allottee hos exeute.l
the FIat Duyq's Agreement.

potnent plan, Stdnp Dutyand registration

Revised buildinE plan on

[;

tr
t2
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16 Due date ofpossession

,d

05.01.2019

(Calculated from the dare ofenvironment

15.05.2020

(Due date daimed by respondent order
doted 73.09.201a ol DTCP, the
respondent hos been grante.I zero
perlod [rom 05.09.2014 to 16.05,2016

tot @nnen@mqthonstrucnon oJ
prord.r thercfore, in the presenr c.se the
due date ol possession comes out to be
16.05.2020 (4 yea6 irom the date tillzero
perlodh ended i.e., 16.05.2016)

\7. Total sale consideration

18.

7.06.2019 page 70 of

Occupation certificate

/completion certi6cate
29.05.2019

PaBe 45-47 olthereply

2A 07.06.2019

[as per pase no.74 oiconrplain0

2t Legal notice sent by the
respondent to the
complainant regarding not
to spread rumors and lalse

information amongst the

07 09 20r9

22 27.70.20t9

Page 105 of the complaint

&

Rs. 17 ,47 ,236 / -
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B. Facts ofthe complaint

3- Thatsomewhere in the first hatfofyear 2014, the respondenr through its
marketing execurives and advertisement via various mediums & means

approarhed the complainants, wrth an offer to Invesr and buy a flat in the
proposed realestate project oirespondent, namely',MVN Athens Sohna

in the Sedor 5, Sohna, Curugram. The respondent represenred to the
complainants that the respondentis a very erhical business house,n the
field oF consh.uction of residential proiect and in case rhe complainants
would invest in the said project otrespondent, rhen it woutd dctiver th.
possession ofproposed flat on thepromised delivery date as perthe best
quality assured by the respondent. The respondenthad iurther assured to
the complainants that the.espondent has already secured all rhe

necessary sancrions and approvals from rhe appropriare and concerned

suthorities for the development & compleiion ofsaid project on time with
the promised quality and specification. The respondent had also shown

the brochures and advert,sement m:terial of the said project to tbe

complainants given by the respondent and assured that the alotment
letter and builder buyer agreement for rhe said projedwoutd be jssued ro

the complainants wirhin one week of booking ro be made by rhe

complainants. The complainan ts whjle .elying on rhe rep res.. ration s a nd

warrantjes ofrhe respondent and believjng them to be true had agr.ed to

the proposal oi respondent to book the residenrial flat in the project of

4. That based on these conside.ations and with a hope rhat flar woutd be

handed over on time to appt,cants, rhe complainants on 05 Oct 2014.
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Sohna

Sohna. Sector5,

applied fo. flat in'MVN Athens Sohna'in Sector 5, Sohna, which was

claimed to being developed under Government of Haryana, "Aiaordable

Housing PoUcy,2013" and paid an amount of Rs 89,360/- towards costof

application which is serially numbered as 2647.

5. That draw oiallappl,cants was held on 04 Feb 2015 under supervisron of

DTCP and applicant was successfully allotted Flat with iollowing

901

6.

7.

respondent will anyhow get it 'APPROVED' by DTCP.

9. To overcome this and with a hope that Government Department would

listen to common man, complainants s€nt a written complaint to senior

This allotment letterwas lollowed by executioD of'flat buyer agr.ement

(FBA for short), whichwas executed on 17th Feb 2015.

0n 12 Jan 2016, respondent decides to revise his approved building plans

which were earlier approved on 05.09.2014 and seeks objections to

'revised buildingplans'fromcomplainants.

on receipt ofth,s lener, complalnants visited the office of respondent and

raised various objections to the proposed revision, as given in proposnl,

were very vague and bordered on'whims and fancies ot respoDd.nts.

complainants refuse.l to approve/ sign / sccept the proposed changes.

However, it was clearly indicated by respondent that it is immate.ial

whether complainanis agree/ disagree with proposed revision -



Town Planner, Gurugram. Not linding any response to above nrcntioned

lener from senior Town Planner, Curugram, complainants decided to

collect views oiother home buyers. It was found that lot ofhonre buyers

were aggrjeved by such proposed cbanges to already approved buildins

plans on which allottees h:d reljed upon at the stage olsigning llBA.

10. Consequendy, the complainants wrote a detailed letter to respondent on

25 March 2015, which was duly receipted by respondent. Two possjble

solutions were suggested in this letterl

il Since home buyers are direcdy affected by suclr proposalofrevising

building plans,theproposedrevisionbescrapped.

ii) If respondent still feels that he should continue with proposed

changes, money paid by home buyers be refunded with ls%

11. Now, finding that numbers oaaggrieved home buyers are increasing day

by day, instead of meethg aggrieved home buy€rs at Curugram, Distt

Town Planner asked them to meet Building Plan Approval Committse at

Chandigarh on 11 May 2016

12. The compla,nants traveled allthe way to chandigarh on appointed date

along with other aggrieved home buyers and presented their case to

Build,ng Plan Approval Committee. The committee did not grve any

decision during the meeting. tlowever, they said that dccision of

committee shall be forwarded to complainants in'due course'. Tbis

decision is still await€d.

13. It is pertinent to mention here that on 16 May 2016 i.e withjn 4 days ol

above meeting, DTCP APPR0VED proposed revrsrons in building plan and

sanction the same.
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n getting to know ol this development, complajnants again visited

Epondent office and demanded that since revised building plans were

)t consented by complainants, their money should be refunded with

iqo interest on reciprocalbasis.

owever, respondent cle:rly stated that no such relund is psrnrirted and

rey will have to sign on Addendum to Builder Buyer Agreemenf whjch

lallbe issued in due course.

n 26 Nov2016, respondentasked complainants to sign on 'Addendum ro

uilder Euyer Agreemenf, rbrwhich th€re ivas no other option available

ith the complainants and they had to s,gn on dofted line or risk losing

n receiving the'Offer of Possession', dated 07.06.2019 based on claimed

reipt of'occupation Certificate' and after paying the ilnal anrount, as

".manded by Respondent, Complainants visited the site olfice of

espondent to inspect the Flat as eovisaged in the FBA para 3.7. 0n

Lspection ofFlat, it was noticedthat Respondenthas not taken elect.iciry

)nnectioD from DHBVNL- Electricity was being provrded from 'Diesel

enerators'.'fhis entailed huge unbearable recurring costs on allottees.

esides this, it was iound that the fitting,iixtures and wo.kmanship of Flat

"s 
olpoor quality.lt \1as also noticed that potable water to households

beingsupplied through captive borewells, which is contrary to existing

irections ofHon'ble High Court ofPunjab and Haryana.

larification to above issues were sought from respondcnt, but, no

rtisfactory reply was received.

ater, lnstead oiproviding any cla.ification on rbove request and despite

aving taken whole amount towards cost ofallotted flat, the respondent
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ed a 'Legal Notice on 07 Sep 2019, blaming complainant that

Lplainant,sdamagingreputationof respondent.

complainant on 22.09.2019 sent a letter with the intention to leave

project and on the consideration of the said lette., th€ respondent

der..n.elled the allotted unit on 21.10.2019.

rH
S-c

0. The

tlte

buil

a.m.lrlnr No 4997of 20iS

C. Reliefsought by the conrplainantl

a. Direct the respondent to refund the entjre amount paid by the

complainant along with prescribed rate oiinterest.

D R€plybytherespondent

The respondent has contested the complaint on the followinggrounds:

21.That the complainant applied for the allotment of a flat in the above

mentioned project of the respondent vide application dated 05.10.2011.

That, as pet the applicable rules the concerned government

department/agencywasto carry oui a draw oflots for the allotment ofthe

unit in the project.

22 That, pursuant to the draw oflots held on 04.02.2015, in the presence ofa

Committee headed by the representative of the Deputy Commissioner,

Senio.Town Planner, DTP, Gurugram,the complainantwas allotted a nat

no.901,9th Floor in Block / Tower I-4 having 4852734 sq. Ft.

(hereinafter referred to as'the said flat) ior a total consideration of Rs.

17,87,236 /-.ln pursuance 3 oithesaid allotment, parties entered into flnt

buyer's agreement dated 17.02.2015.

23.That ever s,nce the allotment ol flat in complainants iavour the

complainant started creating nuisance and have conspired other

customeralso to putundue influence on respondent to fulfillhis desire of

having control over adm,nistration of respondent. The complainant had
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caused hindrance not onty to the smooth const.uction of rhe project sire
but also induced othera ottees against respondentand irs proje.t.

24. That during the execurion ofits obtigatjons under rhe Licens€ it had come
to the notice of the respondent rhatcertain works were beingcarried out
on the land near the project, lor erecrion of two elcctrical poles fo. rhe
installation of h igh tension lines ( HT LinesJ. The locarion of th ese etectn cal
poleswas such rhatintheeventrhe high tension lines were ro connect the
two poles, the ht lines woutd have run th.ough a portion otthe project,
that too in a manner rhar itwoutd havecome in thewayotthe bujtdings
that were planned and approved to be consrructed over the sard project
l:nd. This state of affairs could not have been a owed considerins the
wellbeing and health retated issues of the ajlottees oithe project as any
HT Ljne passing over the ediflce ofthe allottees would have ptayed havoc
with their health and life.

25.Under such eme.gent and pressing circumsrances, the Respondent

approached the Haryana Vidyur prasaran Nigam Limted (,t{VpNL ) and
otherrelevant/concerned authoritiesbywayoivariouscorrespondences,

requesrs and .epresentatioDs to change the atignmenr of rhe H1. tines
running through theprojecr.The respondenrhad even met the officials of
the Department of Town and Country plannin& Haryana, as ticense and ail
necessary approvals had been granted by rhis Department, appnsjns
them oathe nrilieu in whjch rhe respondent had gor embroiled. burrhe said
requests were nor acceded to and rhe respondenrwas granred no reliel by
HVPNL or any other authoriry. Apparentty, there was a direct conflict
between the obligatio ns ot the respondent and rhe heatth and safety otth.
allottees ol the project. Under such circumstances and being an erhicrt
developer who is not driven by profir motive and who always purs the



THARERA
S-eunLnnnu

Compla nt Nu 4997or20t9

interests and the weu'being of its buyer at rhe forelront rhe respondenr

decided to take legalrecourse in the mattertor the benehr and well,being

of its Buyers.

26.That inthis backdrop, the respondentbe,ng leitwith no orher alternarivc

f'led Civil Writ Petition No.18929 of 2014 before the llon blc Punjab irnd

Haryana High Court. Significantly, in the said writ petition, a short reply

was filed by Chiel Town Planner, Department of Town and Country

Plannin& acnng on behalf of the Director, lown and Country Planning,

Haryana. In the reply, while acknowl€dging the lact that the high tcnsion

w,res sould allect th! project, it was jnteralia, statcd that rf the

realignment of the proposed electric poles cannot be avoided by th.
executing agency, the Respondent herein could get the zonjng plans and

building plans revised from the ofiice of said department so as to avord

passrng oa h,gh tension wires over the buildings proposed ro be

constructed by the respondent.

27. Thataccordingly, the respondent, under such force majeure circumstance,

submitted request for .evision ofthe building plan(, zoning pl:n(sl on

luly 13, 2015 and the revision was approved p.ovisionally vide I\4€nro

No.14925 dated August 12,2015, for the purpose ol inviting

objectrons/suggestions. After considerinC all the objections raised against

such provisional approval with to respect to revision of the bu,lding

plan(sl the revised building plans were approved vide memo No ZP

981lSD(BS)/20i619626 dated May 16,2016. 1he said fact which stands

recorded in the records and order ol the competen t auth ority i.e. Direcror,

Town and Country Plann,ng, Haryana.lt is very relevant to mention here

ihat aiter the revision oi the building plans the complainants aftcr

considering the objectjons olthe complainants the complainants not only
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executed the addendum to the buitder buyer agreement thereby

speciflcally accepting the revised building plan and change otunit but atso

made further payments after the aforesaid revision oirhe p1an.

28. Thu s, it ,s quite o bvious form the above,menrioned aacts rhat the necess iry

to revise the building plans arose due ro c,rcu msra nces beyond rhe con tro I

oithe respondent and in the interest ofrhe allotiees which amounred ro

force majeu.e conditions and consequenrly the area oarhe flat alloted ro

the complainant had got changed and the towers rharwere e.rtier nrarke.l

rlphdbetk'all\ werc rhen marked numeric".ly

29. Thatthereafte., in the writ petition then pendjng belore the Hon'bte High

Court, the .espondent had submined rhatduero the process invotving rhe

change and revision ofthe building pan certain period has elapsed durins

which the respondent could not continue the development ofthe projecr

and therefore prayed thnt such period which was lost during this period

in the interregnun be removed from the limited time ol completion

provided under the policy. Considering the plea of the respondent the

Hon'ble High Court disposed ofthesaid writ petition vide order dated luly
26,2017 with a direction thereby granting liberty to rhe .espondent ro

make a representation to the Department ol'Iown and Country Plannins,

Haryana in that regard.

30.Needless to mention that as per rhe said direction ol the competent

authonty i.e.'lhe Direckr General, Town and Country Planning rhc date

ofcommencement ofthe project shallbe deemed as [4ay 16, 2016 and rhe

project is required to be completed on or before NIay 15,2020.

31.That only because oi the impediments created by the complainanrs

towa.ds the revision oathe building plan of the project olthe respondent

company, the same was linally approved by the concerned
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department/competent authority only after an inordinate delal, oi more

than a year due to which the respondent company had to sufier heavy

losses and damages in terms oigoodwillas wellin terms o f lma ncial losses

as almost 100 ofits allottees left the project due to delaycaused in revision

oithe building plan and due to the self'serving and false anecdote spread

by complainants with respect to the revision of the building which was

necessitated due to urgent and pressinE circumstances which were

completely out of the hands of the respondent company. lt is quite plain

and obvious that al1 such malicious and malafide ncts were committed by

the complainant to cause maximum possible damage and losses to the

respondent company so that utmost pressure could bc created to make

illegal financial gains under the lllegal and criminal threat of getting dre

application ior revised building plan rejected which would have resulied

into compleie loss of the investment already made by the respondent

company. The complainant continued their malicious propaEanda againn

the respondent company and jts project by spreading false and baseless

rumourwhich were lalse to the knowledge ofthe complainant themselves

3 2. In th e wake oi the facts a nd circumstances stated abovc respond e nt lssu ed

legal not,ce dated 07.09.2019 and requested comPlainant not to sprcad

rumours and false information amongst the other allottees. llowever

complainant paid no heeds to the said legal notice.

33.It is respectlully submitted th:t the complainant vide reply datcd

22.09.2019 tothe legal r)oticcdated0T 09.20l9,cxpressed therrrntention

to leave the project. This intenlion was communicated by the

complainants atvarious other occasions probably ior the reason that they

lost rnterest in the booking duc to inadequate appreciation i the rcal

esrarts or due to their other investnrents. It is further submitted thnt thc

tv



Respondenraccepted the request ofthe complainant and terminated their
booking vide letter dared 21.10.2019.'thc respondent has atreddy

communjcated thar, consequent to their requesr ofwithdrawing ffonr the

projectand thetermination of the booking by the complainants, jtis ready

and willing to make the refund olmoney to the complainanrs as per the

Afiordable Housing Policy oithe state oiHaryana underwhrch the booking

3 4. All other averments made in the comptaint were denied jn toto.

35. Copies ofallthe relevant documents have been filed and placed on .ecord.

Their authenticity is not in dispute. Hence, the comptairrt can be decided

on the basis ofthese undisputed documenrs and submission made by rhe

E. lurisdictlonoftheauthortty
The authority observ€s that it has territorial as well as subiect marter

jurisdiction to adjudicate the present complairt for the reasons given

E.l T€rritorial iurisdiction

36. As per notification no.U92/2017-7TCP dated14.tz.2017 issued byTown

and Country Planning Department, the jurisdiction of Reat Estate

Regulatory Authority, Curug.am shallbe entire Curugram District tbr a1t

purposewith ofncessituated in Curugram.ln the presenr case, rheprolect

in question ,s situated within the planning area ol Curugram District

Therefore,thisauthoriryhascompletererritorial jurjsdictionrodeal with

the present complaint.

E.u subiect matt€r iurisdlction

*HARERA
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oflhe Act 20lo provides rhar rhe promoier shaljbe

r€sponsible to the allottee as per agreem€nt for sate. Sectjon 1t
reproduced as hereund€r:

I,

complete jurisdiction to dec,de the complaint regarding non-compliance

olobligations by the promoter leaving aside compensarion which is to be

decided by the adjudicating officer ifpursued by the complainant at a later

stage.

(a)(al is

Section 11(4)(a): Be responsible Jor alt obtigonont r$pansibilities and
functions under the prcvisions ol kis Acr at the rules and regltotions
ndde thqeundet ot to the ollotteet 6 pet the ogreenent t'ot nle or ta
the asstiation olollotrees, a! the cose ho! be, t l the conveyonce aJ oll
the oparthents, plo5 ot bu ild)nps, os the cose nay be, to rhe a otzs, ot
the connon arcos to rhe socidtion ol ollarr@s al the conpetent
authonrJ, os the cose naybe)
S e. ti on 3 4- F unc tlons of t h e A! horlty :
344 olthe Act provides to ensuft canilonee ol the obtisations con upon
thp prcno.et.he ollo pe\ ond the rcdl.srok ag?nt\ underth^ 4t aqd
the rtles an.l rcsulotions nade thetund..

37. So, in view of the provisions of the act quoted above, the authority has

Findings on the reli€f sought by the complainants

Direct the respondeot to refurd the entire amount paid by

the complainant alongwith prescribed ratc ofinterest

38. The.omDlainant seeking refund o{ the

against a total sale consideration of Rs. I
arcount of failure ol lhe respondent to hand over the possession of the

allotted unit despite offer of possession dated 07.06.2019. Repeated

requests we.e made by the complainant but despite that the respondent

did nothand over rhe possession ofthe allotted unit.

19. The respondent srares rhJr lhe complaint sas filed pre marure ds rhe du"

date oi handing over of possession would also take into account zero

period dei:lared by DTCP from Septembpr 5.2014 ro 16.05/0lo Jnd

Rs14.52,794/- 7,47,236/



would thus come to 15.05.2020. The Environment clearance ceffficate

was obtained on 05.01.2015. Further, the respondent had offered

possession of the u n it even befo re the due date on07.06.2019 Theunit

was cancelled by the respond€nt on 21.10.2019.

40. Some of the admitted facts are that the respondent has fited CWp

No.18929 of 2014 [0&MJ in the Hon'ble Hish Court and prayed that the

high tensionwires whichwere passing over its land be removed/deviated

to enable ir to execure Affordable Group Housing Pro)ecr wjrhin rime' It

was also alleged that during this interregnum the pet,t,oner has applied

forrevised desired by the respondent aDd thatrevised zoninB was allowed

and consequently those high-tension wires are not coming in the way of

the constru ction. However, becauseoathis the petitioner has losr time and

have a claim thatthe period ollost time be set offagainstthe period within

which the petitioner had to execute the project.

41. The Hon'ble High Court vide its o.der dated 26.07.2017 has ordered that

once the main grouse of the petitioner has been redressed, it would be

appropriate jtthey make a representation with respectto this subsidiary

claim betbre the respondent No'3 ll any such representation is made

before respondent No 3, he shalltake a reasoned decision within a period

lrHARERA
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42. In compliance of directions passed by the Hon ble High Court, the DTCP

vide its ord€r dated 13.09.2018 has decided the representation made by

rhe huild.r as ,,ndPr:

"in thit ese 6e prej* Ns ttolled tot opptox 1 teot ond a mnths ond r@eN

wrc berond the contrul of.olortu Th.rcfop, t on olthe antid.ted view rnor

the tin. period ltun 05.09,20u1 b 1,6.05.2016 b. taed os z.ro p.riod lot rh.

purpois ol tunn.n..n.nr ol proi.d ond d@sion in the periad ol ticence os rhe

liene. in the pres.ntas. wN t*noihed [ron rndethkint develornenrw*s ol
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the ptaje.t due to thto)lohanolpawt tine neotthe prat?.t lond bl HVqNL anair
cose rlte develapnent \|atks wete extuted bt the licens.r QS per the orrtawd
buil.ling plans,.he Hl line ||a\ld hoE pased thtoulth the.on5ttudionorcd

43. Keeping in view the above orders passed by the DTCP, rhe period iiom

05.09.2014 to 16.05,2016 is treated as zero period for rhe purpose of

comnencement of proiect and exrension jn the period ollicence as such

the deemed date oicommencemenl shall be deemed as 16.05.2016 and

theprojectwas required to be completed on or before May 15,2020.

44. Itis pertinentto mention herethat asper lactson record, the respondent-

builder cancelled the allotted unit on 21.10.2019 statinS rhar "in resporre

to our legal natice dated 07.a9-2019 you aooin expressed lour desne b
surrender the booking of the unx in the project oJ the compan! vi.le yaur

reply dated 22-09.2019". Clause 5[i) oi the Aliordable Group Housing

Pol,cy, 2013 provides a p.ovision for cancellation of allotted unit and

which runs as lollow:

''tfanr su(essfut oppkant foik tu aeposit the instattnent ||nhtn the
tine perio.l as pt*cribed in the dllotment lener ksued br the colontze.,
u renihde. nay be i$ued to hid for depositihg the due innollments
withtn o pe od alls doltton the dote ofBsue alsL.h nati.e llthe
ollottee sttll defatltt tn nokins the poynent, the hst ol\uch deJouhe.r
nay be published h one regionol Hindt newrpopet hovlnq ci.tlot)an
ol narc than ter thousahd in the stare Jar polrnehr ol due onount
qithin ls Dolslron the dote olpublnoaionolslch natxe,laningwhich
ollotnent noy be canceled ln such coses olso on omaunt af Rs. 2 5,000/
nay be .leductet! by the calanier and the balance onouht shalt be

rcJunded to the oppliconL Such Jlats nay be ontidercd h! the
cannittee lor aller ta thoe opplicants lallins tn the wattlns l6t'

45. As percancellation clauseolthc aiibrdabl. housing policy the.espondent

can deduct the amount orRs.25,000/- only and the balance amount shall

be relunded back to the compla,nants. In th e presenl case, there is noth ing

on record which shows that respondent builder reiuDded the balanc.

amount to the complainants. Thus, the r.spondent is directed to deduct

only Rs. 25,000/- a.d .efund the bal:nce amount oiwithjn a period ol90
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days alongwith interest on the balance amount irom the dare of

cancellatjon rill its actual payment

F. Directions of the Authortty:

46. Hence, the authority hereby passes this order and issues the following

directions under section 37 ofthe acr to ensure comptiance otobligations

cast upon the promoter as per the fundion entrusted to the autho.iry

under section 34(fl:

i. The respondent/promoter is directed ro refund the paid up

amount or Rs. 18, 52,794l- after retaining a sum or Rs. 25,000/-

within a period of 90 days alongvith interest on such batance

amount lrom the date ofcancellation i.e.21 10.2019 till its actual

ii. The above mentioned amount be refunded to the complainant

within a period of 90 days and failing which legal consequence

47.

44.

The Complaint stands djsposed ol

anl vKu tvijay Kumar Goyal)
(Membcr)

Haryana Real Estate Regulatory Authority, Gurugram
Daftt 24.11.2023

File be consigned to registry.


