KARNATAKA REAL ESTATE REGULATORY AUTHORITY,
BENGALURU

FIFTH ADDITIONAL BENCH
CORUM

SHRI.D.VISHNUVARDHAN D
HON'BLE MEMBER-1

COMPLAINT NO.CMP/200602/000

DATED THIS 2"Y DAY OF NOVEMBER, 20

COMPLAINANTS : Dhruv Jhamb,
A 201, Lake Verandahs House
Hin\ranandani Begur Road, >xm:m \

Nagar, Bengaluru-560076.

RESPONDENT / : M/s.Mantri Technology Constellations Pvt 0\

PROMOTER Ltd.
Mantri House, No. 41, Vittal Malya Road,

Bangalore-560001.

PROJECT NAME & : Mantri Webcity 2B
REGISTRATION NO. PRM/KA/RERA/1251/310/PR/
171015/000620

JUDGEMENT

This complaint is filed under Sec-31 of the Real Estate (Regulation
and Development) Act, 2016 before this Authority against the
project Mantri Webcity 2B praying for a direction to pay delay
period interest and for other reliefs:

BRIEF FACTS OF THE COMPLAINT ARE AS UNDER:-

1. The complainants have entered into an agreement of sale on
22.06.2015 The project completion date as per agreement
was 30.04.2018. The complainants have paid an amount of
Rs. 34,49,088/- (Rupees Thirty Four Lakhs Forty Nine
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4.

Therefore, as per Section 18 of the Act, the promoter is liable

pay the delay period interest.

On a perusal of the documents filed d oral submissions
made before the Authority, it is evidegt that complainant has
paid an advance sale consideration a @ and admittedly
as per the
d toy delay

there is a delay in handing over the apart

agreement. Hence the complainant is en

period interest u/s 18 of the Act and accordingly emayof

calculation submitted by the Complainant. The Promot
Respondent has not submitted any memo of calculation. VV

As regards the relief in the form of cost of accommodation
sought by the allottee, the delay period interest admissible
u/s 18 of the Act is the appropriate relief available to the
allottee. There is no provision under the Act for granting cost
of accommodation as an additional relief to the allottee

during the completion delay in the project.

As regards damages of Rs.5.0 lakhs claimed by the allottee
on account of mental agony and pain, the complainant may
seek an appropriate refief by filing a complaint before the
Adjudicating Officer who is empowered to adjudge the
compensation under the provisions of the Act. Similarly as
regards the compensation claimed for unfair trade practice,
the complainant is at liberty to seek appropriate relief by

filing a complaint before the Adjudicating Officer.
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Act, 2016, the complaint bearing CMP/200602/0005953 is hereby
partly allowed.

— i ——
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2, Respondent is directed to pay interesjgon delay Umzoa at the
rate of SBI MCLR + 2 from 30.04.2018 Till ghe date of handing over

possession along with occupancy certifi
0& A The velgondaad” s divect=d +0 i

.i.i bo,o:vﬁa b\f,m;hrr/
Bl Respondent-Promoter is directed to

ple
construction of the project at the earliest with all ame

occupancy certificate and handover the apartment to the allot
at the earliest.

4, As regards the relief in the form of cost of accommodation
sought by the allottee, the delay period interest admissible u/s 18
of the Act is the appropriate relief available to the allottee. There
is no provision under the Act for additionally granting cost of

accommodation as an additional relief to the allottee during the

completion delay in the project. Therefore, this claim is not
: W:Wﬁm.:ma .

s As regards damages of Rs.5.0 lakhs claimed by the allottee
on account of mental agony and pain, the complainant may seek
an appropriate relief by filing a complaint before the Adjudicating
Officer who is empowered to adjudge the compensation under the
provisions of the Act.

6. Similarly the compensation claimed for unfair trade practice
also the complainant is at liberty to seek appropriate relief by filing
a complaint before the Adjudicating Officer.
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