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PROCEEDINGS OF THE DAY 33

Day and Date Tuesday and 02.04.2024

Complaint No. CRl376 /2022 Case titled as Deepak Makol
and Abhinav Makol VS Advance India
Project Limited & Wellworth Projects

Developers Private Limited

Complainant Deepak Makol and Abhinav Makol

Represented through Shri Hemant Chaudhary Advocate

Respondent Advance lndia Proiect t,imited &
Wellworth Proiects Developers Private

llT'l'd
Shri Harshit Batra AdvocateIlespondent Represented

Last date ofhearing 16.07.202+

Proceeding Recorded by Naresh Kumari and HR Mehta

Pt

The present complaint has been r
behalf of respondent no. 1 was rec

Despite service of notice for hea

through post and email dated 11

written rePly not Put in aPPearan(

Vide proceedings daled 22.07.24

create any third-party rights agair

Succinct facts ofthe case as Per co

l;;Tr,.;;"".ll
| ,. I Name ofthe proiect
t-- +-
I z. I Proiect locationLt-

'oceedings

eceived on 24.01.2022 and the reply on

eived on 25.07 .2022.

ring to respondent No. 2 (hereinafter R2)

.O2.2OZZ & 08.02.2022, it neither filed any

:e.

22, the respoDdents were directed not to
rst the suble('1. unit tlll next date ufhearing.

mplaint and reply are as under:

Details-t -- -l
"AlPL Ioy Central"

Sector 65, Gurugram
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New PwD Rert Ho!5e, clvil Line5, G!rugran, Haryana 7{I ql

3. Project type ommercral complex 
__ ]

4. Application dated 03.03.2017
lAs per page no.46 ofrepl

5. Allotment letter 17.05.2017

[As per page no. 53 of rePlYl

6. Llnit No.

-"rr-t"*,t 
"f *, *.

on 01.04.2020

0066, Cround Floor

[As per page no. 53 of rePlY]
l

7. lJl'/ t

[As per page no. 75 of rePlY]

8. Unit Area 1197 sq. ft. [super area)

[As per page no. 53 of rePlY]

9. Date ofagreement for sale Uot ",,ecut"a 
_ 

]

Possession clause10. Clause 40 ofapplication form 
l

Subject to the oforesaid and subiect to

the applicant not being in default under

any port ofthis agreement including but I

not limited to the timely poyment ofthe
total price and also subiect to the

applicant having complied with all

formqlities or documentation qs

prescribed by the comPonY, the

company endeavours to hqnd over the

possession of the unit to the qpplicant

within a period of 48 OortY eights)
months, with a further grace Period
ol 6 (six) months, from date of
commencement of the excavotion
work at the proiect site and this date

sholl be duly communicated bY the

compqny to the oPPlicanL 
-
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11. Date ofstart ol excavatlon 01.09.2018

[As alleged by respondent on page no.

04 of replyl

12. Due date ofpossession 0L.o9.2022

[Calculated from date of start ol
excavation I

crace period is not allowed'

13. Total sale consideration Rs.3,30,82,686/-

[As per payment Plan on Pg.54 of
replyl

74. Amount paid Rs.98,06,824l'

[As per statement of account dated

21.03.2022 on pg.84 ofrePIYl

15. Occupation certificate 24.72.2021

[As per page no. 66 of replyl

Not offered

15.06.2017, 1.7.04.2021, 05.05.202r

[As per page no. B0-82 ofrePlY]

16. Offer ofpossession

77. Demand letter and
reminders dated

18. Pre termination letter 18.05.2 0 21

[As per page no.B2 of rePlY]

01.07.2021

[As per page no. 83 of rePlY]
19. Termination letter dated

The counsel for the complainants states that the complainants allottee havt

booked shop No.56 but iubsequently the respondent changed the unit to 71

without consent of the complainants allottees and the demand raised o

outstanding amount was not as per BBA since after the payment of 300/

amount remaining amount was to be paid at the time o!9ot!L"ti9n of!l!"

le
t?

of
o/o

er
ffi ,p"[utarrci"na o.taoomc"t' aa ru : o
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HARYANA REAt ESIAIE REGUI.AIORY AUIHORITY
GURUGRAM

Arun Kumar
Chairman

02.04.2024

re Dut oemano was ralseo at tne stage o
the above changed location is acceptable to the allottees and is willing to pay

the outstanding amount but without interest as the delay is not due to fault of
the complainants.

The counsel for the respondent clarifies that demands have been raised as per
agreement and the construction was to be completed in a phase manner and
OC in respect of block upto 3'd floor has already been received and hence
demand of completion of 3.d floor has been rightly raised but due to non-
payment ofinstalments, the unit starlds cancelled and is not available. Further,
there is no change in the location ofunit as only the shop has been renumbered.
The OC is obtained upto 4th floor and payment was as per payment plan as

given in the allotment letter but BBA is not executed.

Both the parties are filing written submissions in the registry today itsell

Arguments heard.

0rder reserved.

Matter to come up o n 16.O7 ,2O24 for pronouncement of order.

,,Y;l'*,Ki^,
MemberMembei

An Authortry constituted und.r seclon 20 thc Real Eslatc LRegula.on and treveloPm€nt) 4.1 20l6
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