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Respondent Represented through

Last date ofhearing

Proceeding Recorded by

proceedings-cum-order

The present complaint was filed on Z9.1.1.ZO2Z and
received on 07.04.2023.

Succinct facts of the case as per complaint and annexures

cate

and Ms. Simriti

Meh ta

e reply has been

as under:

tor 107, Dwarka

ing project

dated t2/o4/2012

FLOOII, Towcr A2

PROCEEDINGS OI THE DAY

Day and Date Friday and 09.08.202

Complaint No. CR/7739 /2022 Case
Kumar Bhatia VS M3

Ravinder Kumar BhaComplainant

Represented through Shri Pranesh Goyal A

Res pon de nt M3M India Limted

Ms. Shriya Takkar
Srivastava Advocates

26.07.2024

Naresh Kumari and H

Details

Name of the project M3M Woodshire,
Expressway, Gurug

Area of the proiect 18.88125 acres

Nature of the proiect Residential group ho

DTCP License License no. 33 of 20
valid upto 11.04.2O1A

RER/q Registered/not
registered

Not registered

Unit no. MW Tw-A02/1204,1

IPage 3B of complaint

titled as Ravinder
lndia Limite d

I
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7. Unit area admeasuring 2361sq. ft.

B, Date of execution of
apartment buyer's agreement

24.05.2073

(Page 29 of complaint

9. Possession clause 16. Possession Claus

16.1 The company p

possession ofthe apar
of 36 months fl
commencement of
extension of 180 da)
special circumstances

-oposes to handovcr
.ment within a period
om the date of
construction with

; as grace period in

10 Due date of possession 2+.11.20L6

(Due date of possessi
the date of execution
of commencement ol
available in the file
period allowed)

ln is calculated from
)f agreement as date
construction is not

)lus 180 days grace

11 Total sale consideration Rs. 1,22,7 0,423 / -

(Page 70 of complaint as per payment plan)

72 Amount paid by the
complainant

Rs.71,52,52L1-

(As per page 100 ofcompla )t)

13 Occupation certificate 24.07.2077

(Page 63-64 ofthe rep v)

74

15.

t6.

Offer of possession dated

Pre cancellation

Cancellation

1o.11.2077

[Page 65 of the reply)
20.04.201A
(Page 88-89 of co
nonpayment - 15 days
letter
1 1.05.2 018
(Page 90 of complaint)
Along with this a cher
has been sent to him

nplaint)-on a/c of
from the date of this

ue of Rs.4,00,535/-
he photocoDy ol the
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reminders, the unit
ainant states that a

nt. Cancellation is

on record

An application for dismissal of complaint has been filed the respondent on
07.04.2023 through which it states that the present plaint is barred by
limitation as the cancellation was done in 2018 and the
filed after a period of more than 4 years.

complaint has been

notice oI pre-cancel]ation was given on 1-7.06.2024. How er, further demand
by them which arc
2014 at page 85,

notices were also sent by the respondent and received
dated 30.07.2014 at page 84 of the complaint, 23.11
15.6.2015 at page 86, 30.6.2015 at page 87.

The counsel for the respondent states that after so man
was cancelled on 11,05.2018. The counsel for the com

cancel the unit which they did so on 11,5.2018 and
amount alongwith calculation and the same was

The counsel for the respondent stated that even a sending so many
for offer of the

.17 which was also
reminders, they had sent an offer letter on 10.1.201
possession o[ the unit after obtaining valid OC, on 24.7.
not adhered to by the complainant, hence the respondent d no option but to

funded the balance
encashed by the

complainant as well and after that lapse of 4 % years th complaint was [iled
by the complainant on 29.7-1.2022.

Arguments heard.

There is no merit in the argument raised by the compla
valid. No further case of refund is made out. The compl
off. File be consigned to the registry.

int stands disposed

ev Ku
Member

09.04.2024

same has been pla
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