
HARERA
HARYANA REAI. ESTATE REGUI.ATORY AUTI.IORITY
GURUGRAM

*" GURUGRAM aft+rw ldr< frf+qrro crfufiEr, tv-frc
W0 Rest 8o(se, Civil Lines, Gurugram, Haryana

PROCEEDINGS OF THE DAY 25

Day and Date Fridav and 22.09.2023

Complaint No. CR/5622/2022 Case titled as Raresh
Kumar Vs Pareena Infrastructure Private
Limited

Complainant Ranesh Kumar

Represented through

Respondent Pareena lnfrastructure Private Limited

Respondent Represented
through

Shri Prashant Sheoran Advocate

Last date ofhearing 28.0+.2023

Proceeding Recorded by Naresh Kumari

Proceedings

The present complaint was filed on 06.09.2022 and the reply has been filed by
the respondent on 01.05.2023.

Succinct facts ofthe case as per pleadings and annexures are as under:

fufnd ads

An Authority constituted u.der 6lion 20 rh. R.al Estat. {Rqulation ud Deelopm.no Acr,

{riqEr (afi@ ,lt{ hdo xtofra, ,016fi rE 20i r&6 nfri qfr.w

Description
Name ofthe project "Laxmi Apartments" at sector

Gurugram

Proiect area

DTCP license no. and

validity status

Name of the license holder M/S Pareena lnfrastructure Pvt. Ltd.

RERA registration number I Registered
I vide no.25 ol 2017 rssued on 27.07.20 I ?

valid up to 14.09.2020
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use, Civil Line5, Gu.uRram, Harvana dqr ql <q:*. fa{rF zL Rfia a6s rrrrE dtrqr
uate ot sanction of
building plans

26.03.2015

[pg. 43 ofcomplaint]
B, Date ofexecution offlat

buyer's agreement
31.03.2016

Ip9.42 ofcomplaint]
9. Date ofenvironment

clearance
15.03.2016

[pg. 28 of reolvl
10. Unit no. 203, 2"d floor, tower T4

[p9.43 of complaint]
11. Unit area admeasuring 424.833 sq.ft

[pg. 43 ofcomplaint]
72. Total consideration as per

the agreement
< 77 ,49 ,330 / .

[p9.46 ofcomplaint]
13. Total amount paid by the

complainant
< 77 ,49 ,330 / -

[as alleged by the complainant at pg. 5 o
complaintl

74. Possession clause as per
Affordable Housing Policy,
2073

1 (iv)
All such projects sholt be requirel to be
necessorily completed within 4l yeors
Irom the dqte oI opproval ol blilding
plans or grant ol environhental
clearance, whichever is loter. Tlls dote
sholl be referred to os the 'fite of
commencement of project" f{r the
purpose ol the policy. !

15. Due date ofpossession 75.09.2020

[Due date calculated from the date
environment clearance being later]
Grace period of 6 months allowed
COVID.I g

[o

76. Occupation certificate
date

09.07 .202r
lpg. 25 of reply

17. Offer of possession 76.07.2027

[pg.15 ofcomplaint]

A. authority.onshuted unds *cd@
{iiqa @fftri ,t Edo ,frAq, zors+ qE udr riE ,k ",ft-;
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New PwD Ren House, Civit Lines, Gurugrah, Haryana r{r rt

An Aurhority consritured undffi
{..qit (Efi@ n h.rs) ,ftf*q, ,016C rE d. ri6 rfa qn G;

e counsel tor the com@the
unit whereas counsel for the respondent states that as per offer ofpossession
dated 76.07.2021, which is at page No.40 of the compliint itself states that a
sum of Rs.1,87,874/- is due and payable by the compLinant,
The counsel for the respondent states that the similar matter has already
decided by the authority in CR No.40 68/2O21 on 09::2.ZOZZ. Further stated
that the Iabour cess being charged by the respondent from the allottee is valid
as is very well cleared up-held by Hon,ble Supreme Court of India in civil
appeal No.6649-50 of 2018 on Z3.LO.2O1B in which the Hon,ble grpreme
Court of India, New Delhi up-held the decision of NCDRC New Delhi in
Consumer case No.708 of2017 dated 07.02.2019. Further brought attention of
the authority towards the decision of Hon,ble Supreme Court- of India, New
Delhi in Civil appeal No.155 of 2015 decided on t7.t2.Z}tg in which stav on
the construction projects as per orders of NGT and consideration oftte same
or calculation of due date of possession to the allottee was allowed which is
givenatpageNo.6 ofthe reply which comes out 141 days, hence accordingly
the due date should be further enhanced to the date after adding 141 days in
the original due date. The original due date was 7S.O3.ZO2:0, he4ce, the
respondent should be allowed grace period of6 months ofCovid-19 dnd 141
days as per decision of Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, New Oelhi Llde its
order dated 17 .12.2079 .

Arguments heard.

Both the parties are directed to submit written submissions, if they t[ do so,
within 15 days with an advance copy to each other. 'I
Order reserved.

Matter to come up on 15.12.2023 for pronouncement oforder.

uinlr A
Member

22.09.2023


