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Letter No,

To

.\
TAMIL NADU REAL ESTATE REGULATORY AUTHORITT'

CHENNAI
Thiru.Sunll Kumar, I.P.S.(RetdL ChatrPerson l/c, Hoa'ble Single Member

Execution Petition E.P.No.OO 2/2O2g n C.No.lOL l2O2l
E.P.No.O04l2023 1n C.No.66 /2O2L

TNRERA/A4l 1911/2024 Datnd. : 23 .O5.2O24

The District Collector,
Chenga.lpattu District Collectorate,
Chengalpattu.

Sir,

Sub: Execution of warrant under section 40(1) RERA read wit]l
Rule 26 of TNRERA (Regulation & Development) Rules, 2017
issued in t]le above said Execution Petitions

I am forwarding herewith the recovery warrant for execution at your end

as mandated under section 40(1) of The Real Estate (Regulation and

Development) Act, 2016 r/w Rule 26 of Tamil Nadu Real Estate (Regulation and

Development) Rules, 2017 for necessa4r action.

Yours falthfully,

t.
for Chairperson i/c ,

W, 
TNRERA

'*g t" r

G'*.ol ..'|tr C*'rt'""1



^-, U/": 40 {1) of Real Estate (Regulatlo" froa*:,:lT y,t Id"- 26- 
"r rfi-r"i"..iLiDevelopment) Rules, 2017.

Dovolopmcnt) Act, 2016
Estate (Rogulation and

e.n.r".oo7[oIe--ii-Eno-.io-iJE6El

#**jmBm
Association fnown as SSMNagar t,]at 

-Owners Association,

fff:-:J* by its secretary,
fhiru.p.Xafaamuthan

Petidoners/ Complainants

1) M/s-SsM--Builaers-
Represented by its parhrer
Tv1.(1) K. Santlan"-. -.-

(2) V.Mani,
(3) N.V. S. Srirenearaian.
(+) M. t<arthikevan Ai
(5) K. SelvaJ<umar
(2) K.Santhanam.
(3) V.Mani,
(4) N.V.S.Srirensaraian.
(S) ii,t.Xarttrikevan t
(6) K. Selvalcumar
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Respondent/
Respondent

o.p.No.oo+/zo=zE6EFiE6/262i

1) Thnu p-SaGshG;
2) TmL N.Sujatha Execution

Petitioners /Com
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:, ) M/s.Sstvt--euliaers E
xepresented by its partner
TvI.(1) K. Santhanam,

(2) V.Mard,
(3) N.V.S.Srirensaraiarr.
(4) M.Karthikevar &

. (5) K. Selvakuriar
2) K.Santhanam

, " J#:i,:l_N, [:1h f ,H; [:ff !:



(3) V.Mari,
i+i ll.v.s.stit", garajan,

is) tvt.i<artttt<evan a

l
I
l

Whereas the above named trxecution Petitioner / Complainant has

filed a execution petition against the Respondent and the complaint was

heard by the Authority and Final Orders was passed on 13'09 2023' The

property project is Construction of Apartments at S'No'310/1' 2' 3lll7'

2, 3 etc. Nedunkundram Village' Abutting Puthur Alapakkarri Road'

Perungirlathur, Chennai-63 withjn the Kattalkulathur Palchayat Union

Limitandtheanotherprojectis"SSMNagarHousingComplex"at
Nedunkundram Vil1age, Construction of Apa-'tments at S'No'310/1' 2'

3L1 I l, 2, 3 etc. Nedrurln.rndram Village' Abutting Puthur Alapakka'rn

Road, Perungalathur Chennai-63 within the Kattalkulathur Panchayat

Union Limit.

The Respondent, M/s'SSM Builders & Promoters Represented by its

Partner Tv1.(1) K.Santhanam, (2) V'Mani' (3) N'V S'srirengarajan' (4)

M.Karthikeyan & (5) K selvakumar ' As the respondent has not registered

the rea-1 estate project with this Authority' Therefore' under Section 51 of

the Act, this Authority imposed a penalty of Rs'30'00'000/. (nune;s

Thlrty Lakhs only) on the Respondent promoter' This penalty sha11 be

paid before 30. 1 1.2023'

This Authority under Section 63 of ttre Act' for faiLre to comply wilh

the direction of the Authority to register t1lis real estate project with this

Authority imposed penatty Rs'3'OO0/- per day cumulative extend of to

Rs.30,OO,00O/- on the Respondent promoter'

Under Section

Rs.3,000/- Per daY

63 of the Act, this Authority imposed a penally of

wtrich may extend upto Rs 3'OO'000/- ti11 the

Respondentf



Respondent promoter haldover the maintenance of common
already completed to the Association of AllotLees as p.er Section
Act.

amenities

17 of tlie

?herefore, r:nder Section 68 of the Act, this Authority impose a

:"ldtx 
of Rs.1000/- per day which nay cumulative extend upto

Rs.1,OO,O0O/- till the Respondent promoter furnish the copy of
completion certilicate issued by CMDA to the Execution petitioner, on tJre
Respondent vide Orders dated 13.09.2 OZ3 n E.p.No,oozi2oza t,
c.No.Lol l2o2t and E.p.No.Oo4l2O28 tn C.IIo.66 tao2f ojrrd, directed that the
amount has to be recovered from the Respondent by the District
Collector, Chengalpattu as la.nd. revenue und.er the ?amil Nadu Revenue
Recovery Act, 1864 and on recovery of tJ:e amount ftom the Respondent,
the District Collector, Chenaai has to remit the same to this Authorit5r by
Demaad Draft in favour of TNRERA, payable at Chennai.

Ss.\.-*-\-n
r Chalrpetson l/c,

Encl: Final Orders of this Authorit5i dt.t3.O9.2O%5Sfl'



Coram I Thiru K G[.anadesikan, I-A*S.
Er, S, fiaEohdt, trriEmBer
Adv. t6. 3sr"tra,-ar, Item6er

E.P,No.Oo2lm23 In C,No.iOt/zOzl

My's. Srtrnathi Srndaralhlli Memofld f,{agEr
FIat Owners Associatbn known as SW 

-trtagar

Il1lg;11 ryr$afl on. Rep r€sented by i6
secretary, Thlru F. Kalaamuthan

'lUnder tffe

MJs. sSM Buitders & ftomofers
Rep€3ent€d b}| jF Fartner.
Tyl. (1) K Sahthanam,

{2) V_ Manj,
(3) N.V-S- SrtengdrqjEn,
{4) M. Ka rthlkeya-n, &
(.5J K. Sehakumar

E P. Ho.€0212@g in Gfl o.rot"l2o{t
and

r.p:rrr6.oo+/jeoz6 in c.No66/.20i1

13s day of EeptEm ber, ZAZ3 . ,

Srgirperdgrg.
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..,.,"Execution pefi tiofiersl
Complainant

Versus
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l
l
l
l
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2J Thiru K. Santhanam3) Thru V. Mani
4) Thiru N.V.i. Sr:irenqaraian5) Thiru M. KarihiReyan
6:) Tiiir.l, K Setvel0mar

E:P-Noigo4l2g2g:in,b;t{o;66y'202t

X) Thiru R. Sathish Kmiar
2)Tmt N" SuFrha l .-...,,..Execution petitioners/

. _ I Complainants
versus

l
l
l
ll i
1 .,.-.,Respqn4q6ts/.Respondent

l
l
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t:
1
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i ....,.Respondents/ RespondenLs

1) M/r SS[4 Builders & prdmoters
Represeoted by lts partner
Tvt {1) K Santhanah,

L2)Y,.Y:ni
t jrr.r..t. v.s. sttrenqaEjjan.
(4) M. Karthikeyan &-
(5) K Selihktrmar

2) Thiru K, Sanilrafiam
3) Thiru:Y. 9611
1) Thlru N.VIS. Srirenqaraian
5) Thiru l,t. Karthikeyan
6) Thku K. Selvakumar

Thg above Execution pettions came up fQr flnal hearing before thls Authority
!o ttre p;egqxeg of M/s t-. Senthil Kumar _ Counsel for both the Execution
petitiooersliSorSrplqinaits alrd eif MTil Harishankaa Mani _ Counsel for 1n
Respondenl This authority passes the following order:

ORDER:

The Abov,E. Executior,r petitioners, have filed the above two Execution
Fetitions fOr enforcemenf of oIdeE passed by this Authority in Complaint
l\o,1011202t nnd CilinDlaint No,66 of 2021 dated 06.10.2021.
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.10, The Execr.ltion Petitioners have not stated the l-Et'of anienities yet

'to' be pro.vided by the respondent Promoter' Therefore, thls Authority

reJraingfiQm giving'any direction regarding'pfov:ision af arnenities^ "

11. Thb Exetutian Petltionerq are at liberiy to file a fresh petition

qlBaiiv: ,hdttating th:e. flllt of ;irnenities yet to be provided sfflctly as per the

donstrxction Agr€ernent'lvith dqcufneh'El.y evidence, if any'

r! S-imilail!; thiB Auth.lnry recsrds tlre submission rEide :bv 'the

Respo[dent reqarding itstal]atiqn oi sblar Power Panel and keep the issue'

qpe!fo'rtheExecutionFetjlionerstomov,cafriihExeclrtionPetitionin

€ase Solar Powe'r i,hilels are not.lnstall€d before 31'03'- 0?4 ih t'rms of the

construction agreenFnt aS well as TANGEDCO/Govt' norms'

13' Re(iar,6iriE 'dlractian to hirndsver of common areas and common

. amenitieg to the Issqciatibn '?lleady otnpleieil to the p!$sociauon of

Alloltees, as per Section 17 of tl1e AG befure 31'L7'2171, this Authority

.does no! amept 'the submigsion 'of fie Responden! Promoter that

2j3d niajarity of the Allottees qf this real estate project formino a

!:eEJstejed hady hirv.q' t{i eNpres! their'desire iR writirig to the Promoter lo

- tal(e oler ttre cvercll maintenance lnd rnanagemenl 'of this real estate

ptoJEct by theinselveg'

14. .p6 the proviaions 9f the Aict overrldes the elause 28c of the

Con'5filction figieerxent; this Authoriry colclu"des thal the Respondeni

.prqr{Iatet,has con$Yened ths above directhn of thls Authority'

$: Tiierefore, under Secfro6, 63 of the Act, thls Authorlty imposes a

.Bel:rally df Rs,3-,0!01^ per daY which may extend upto F{s'3 lakhs tijl ihe

Respondent Promoter hands over the maintenance of comrnon areas and



common amenities already completed tO the Associationtf AIIOltegg as,per

Section 17 of the Act

16, Regarding furnlshing of copy of Completion Ceffficate [a] 'he
ComplainantAlloltees,,the Respprr'duiLP$mo]ter has npts&Ieda"ny,.tJrilrgin .

the Coonter Affidavif fhereby contravenlag t]ie iifqdioh uf *tis Au&oriv,

Therefore, under Sectjon 63 of the Ad, h'rs Auulority imposes a penalty of

R.s.1,000/- per: day whlch may cumulatively exteBd uptE p,st1 lakh titl thg.

Respondent Fromot€r 'furnishes thg eqpy of the, &mpletion, Ceftific€te

issrJed by- CMDA to the Execution Pgttiorier:s,

17. With the above findings and dlrections, the ixecution P€tition

Nos.002/2023 in, C.No.10VA021 and E.Rlio.004/.2023.16 CNd;6672021 are

disposed of.

sdl-".,$,019"2.023,
i'tEM EEt tpli li\,1re81&

cHfrFrFDriB:Tffw,'

nBEAt##BS[llffsinwIY
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