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CR/1444/2022 Case titled as Meenakshi
Gupta and Arvind Xumar VS SPAZE
TOWER PRIVATE LIMITED

MeenakshiCupra and Arvrnd Kumar

Reprcsented rhrough Shri Mordhawa j, Advocate

SPAZE TOWER PRIVATE I,IMITEI)

Respondent Represented
through

Shfl Harshit Batra, Advocate

23.77.2023

Proceeding Recorded by H,RMEHTA

Proceedlngs

The present complaint has been received on 02.05.2022 and the reply on
behalf of respordent was received on 27.01.2023. The written argumenrs on
behalfofcomplainant have been nled on 05.07.2023 and counrer claim by the
respondent have been flledon 31.08.2023.

The counselfor the complainant states that no date of ofier of possession is
specified in the BBA and hence is relying on the orders of the Hon'ble
Supreme Court/NCDRC allowing reasonable time in making of ofier of
possession when no date,s specified in theagreementand threeyears period
has been considered and accordingly may be considered in the above case.

The counsel for the complainant furrher states that besides detay in making
offer of possession, the unit ofthe complainant is also shifted withour consent
and hence seeking refund oi the amount deposited with inrerest. However,
the counsel for the r€spondent states that rhe reason for chan8e olthe unft is
not specified in the complaint and the unit number given in the allotmenr
letter. offer and BBA a.e the sam€ and there is no change in the locarion.
Further the refund has been filed after offer of possession which at this
belated stage is not maintainable and shall be filing wrinen submissions
alonswith citations. The counsel lor the comblainant has alreadv filed thp
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Matterto come up on 23.5.2024 for further proceedinSs.

vrjay KultrarCoyal

29.02.2024
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